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PREFACE. 


HEN I firſt read _ the 
W Tenth Chapter of Mr. 
. Calamy's Abridgment of 
the Hiſtory of Mr Baxter's Life, 
and Times, I confeſs I was not 4 
little concerned to find ſuch accuſa- 
tions brought againſt Conformity to 
| the Church of England, and eſpe- 
cially Miniſterial Conformity. This 
concern led me ſeriouſly and impar- 
| tially to examine whatever I found 
— alleged ; which, I thought was 
4 duty I owed to my ſelf, and my own 
private peace and faticfaction. And 


as We are naturally apt to think that 
| A.3 © 
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The PREFACE. 
what appears very ſatisfaclory to our 
ſelves, may poſſebly bring ſatisfaction 
to the minds of others; ſo I was wil. 
ling to hope ( but not upon my own. 
1 only) that a fair repre- 
ſentation of thoſe arguments which | 
ſeemed fo eonvincing to my ſelf in 
this cauſe might prove uſeful to ſome 
others, and help to remove their pre 
judices, and recommend Conformity 
to them. With this wiew I firſt drew 
up theſe papers in this form, and 
now publiſh part of them to the ern 

or theſe two ende, 

Firſt, To indicate nd Confori- 
ing Clergy, by vindicating the Terms 
of their Conformity to the Church of 
England from all falſe rr 
and objections that hade no Juſt foun 
dation. We who ſeriouſly Siſter 
as Miniſters to this Church &amot 
be willing to be accounted what 10 
Chriſtian * fo, LOS and cant 


The PRETACR. 
be content to fit down, and ſuffer our 
practice to be repreſented as a com- 


FF plication of the blackeſt and moſt un- 


pardonable crimes. We owe ſome- 
| thing to aur ownreputation as we are 
Men; and more as we are Mini- 
ſters: as the ſucre 


charge We hate undertaken depends 
2 eee upon it, and as the blemi- 
bare caſt upon it, a di 
bonour upon . it ar” 106 
accuſations which Mr. Calamy bath 
brought againſt Miniſterial Confor- 
mity be received as built upon good 
reaſons, the conſequence will be, that 
We muſt be accounted guilty of as 


poſſeble for any men to be guilty of- 
Ido nat ſay that it was this Author's 
defigu in reviving theſe beads of Non- 
conformity, 10 leſſen the 2 
or blacken the character of any 


| N for I have too 2 an 
ꝗ 3 opi- 


fs f that gran 


many and great crimes as it is well 


The Pkerace. _ 1 

opinion of him to think him capable of Y 
| ſuch a dleſgn. But I ſay, that con- 
ſidering the manner in which they are 
repreſented to his Readers, and the 
inſinuation often drop d in their way, 
it 3s too probable that multitudes will 
embrace them as Truth, and be led 
by them to judge Miniſterial Confor- 

mity a ſin of a very high nature: which 
indeed it muſt be, if theſe repreſenta- 
tations be reaſonable. It cannot there- 
fore be thought an unbecoming at- 
tempt, to endeavour to convince the 
world that they are not reaſonable; 
that ſo the reputation of a whole ſo- 
ciety of Men may not ſuffer unjuſtly in 
the tendere ft point: I mean their Ho- 
neſty and Integrity... 
- Secondly," What I farther propoſe 
by the publication of theſe Papers i, 
To ſatisfie thoſe who ſtill continue to 

diſſent from us. I mean ſuch of them 

as Mr. Calamy, and thoſe whoſe cauſe 


+ 
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he pleads in a peculiar manner: whoſ: 
ſe paration, ho not accompanied with 
= violence and heat, yet carries a- 
long with it more of myſtery, and is 
more unaccountable thap the ſe para- 
tion of thoſe who are at a greater ai. 
ſtance from us. But hom unaccount- 
able ſoewer it appears, it cannot but 
become 1s to do all we can for their 
ſatisfaction. For if we think they are 
very much to blame in continuing their 
ſeparation, We cannot but heartily 
wiſh they would unite with us. Aud 
if we heartily wiſh this, We ſball not 
inſult or triumph over them, but en 
deawour to convince them; to remove 
what we judge to be prejudices, and 10 
ſet things in à due light before their 
eyes. This is what I bave Atte mpted. 
and there is ſomewhat both in the prin- 
ci iples and practice of theſe perſons, 


which ſuffers me not to e it alto- 


* an eh e 
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The PREFACE. 
This Cauſe indeed hath been ſuſſi- 
cently managed by very able and great 
hand, and hath, in 0 little need 
of any ſuch ſupports as Irangive it. Bur 
if tbePleas for Separation be again re · 

viv'd, and repreſented tothe world in 
a moving manner, 3 Charge 4. 
gainſt Conformi be repeated, as if 
nothing had ever been urg — in its cle. 
fines, a Reply becomes 5 E. 
very new book of this nature leaves an 
impreſſion upon the minds of thoſe who 
read it: and eſpecially when it is re- 
commended to the People even from the 
Pulpits, and openly declared by Fer- 
ſons very nearly concerned to be the 
beſt and moſt compleat ation 
the Cauſe e. aer wy 
what is commonly given out, and gene- 
rally beliewed, if no anſwer be return d. 

Theſe are the Ends I propoſe, ind 
this is all I have to I Yor the 18 
1 eation of this Reps” 2 
= In 


> 4 
41719 


The PRE race. 
u it I have concerned my ſelf only 
3 mitbthepreſent times, judging this tobe 
3 the propereſt method towards the heal- 
ning our breaches, io ſpeak of things as 
they are now: and leaving to others 
the glory ef raking into the tranſacl ion 
e former times, and heaping together 
biſtorical accounts of what fygnifies 
notbing to the Cauſe, but tends.only to 
exaſperate men's minds, to open our 
wound anew and make them bleed a+ 
freſb, to raiſe the paſſiont and caſt a 

| cloud before the judgment of the Read- 
ers. I confeſs I could not anſwer to my 
own conſcience any ſuch attempt which 
naturally tends to perpetuate our divi- 
frons. Characters are eaſily. given, 
both had and good. A hiſtory in fa» 
©our of anyone party is eaſily compiled. 
It 3s 833 out all 15 evil that 
| appears in men of differant deſigns 
from our ſelves,” and to paſs by all the 
good, It is eaſy to ſurmiſe more evil 


than 


The PrEFACE. 
than what appears, and to produce 
theſe ſuſpicions where we want better i 
proofs. And it is eaſy on all fides 10 
make harangues to move the pity and 
compaſſion of the people. But what 
wounds can we heal in this way? what 
 adwances towards peace can we make, 
while we are producing what muſt in- 
cenſe us againſt one another? One 
would think it were time now to ſuſfer 
the paſſrons of Men to cool, and to au- 
dreſs only to their reaſon and judgment. 

And it is tothe Reaſon and Fudg- 
ment of Men I here appeal, regarding 
nothing in Mr. Calamy's Book but the 

Tenth Chapter, and nothing in that 
but what refers to the ſtate of the Caſe 
as it is at this time, in which only we 
are concern d; nothing but what he 
himſelf at the end of the Ninth Chap- 
ter calls the Stable Principles, upon 
which Nonconformity is ſtill bottom- 
ed. 1 may bave occaſion in the other 


Tbe PRETACE. 
part of this Reply, u take a little far- 
ther notice of ſome other parts of Mr. 
Calamy's Book: but ouly ſo far as they 
are likely to difturb the minds of his 
= Keaders,andprejudice them againſt the 
Church of England. But I have no 
= deſign of leſſening the ſatic faction any 
perſons may bave in thoſe good chara- 
dere ſo freely beftow'd on one fide, 
or thoſe bad characters, and little in- 
finuation e caſt upon the other. Let Mr. 
Baxter be what he pleaſes, and other 
Men who oppoſed him, what he thinks 
fit to make them. Let the ejeAed Mi- 
niſters in 1662 be, in all Miniſterial 
abilities, much above the ſeveral hun- 
dreds which Mr. Calamy tells us had 
been e jected before by the Parliament. 
T ſee not how this concerns the Queſtion 
which is only this, Whether ſepara: 
tion from the eſtabliſhed Church be 
_ neceſſary. And ſince this is the ouly 
point between us of any great concern, 
* OY 1 


of the world from judgi 
T believe I could produce a Catalogue 
of above two thouſand excellent in 
Learning and Piety, who thought it 
not unlawful to comply with the Terms 
of Conformity : and none of them ei- 


Mechanics. And I could offer ſome 


than the e, of ejected Mini- 


The PRETAC E. 
1 ons ht to be managed with the » 
art] f ſimplicity, nn 2 


with what is apt to hinder a great Part 
ing aright in it. 


ther wild Enthuſiaſts, or N 


reaſons why this ought to be — 
a better argument for Conformi 


ſters is againſt it. But indeed this 
would ſerve for nothing but to ammſe 
theReader, and divert bis mind from 
the main queſtion." I am certain I have 
here endeavoured to avoid whatever 
way do fo, and therefore J can ſafely 
2y that I write not to perpetuate the 
4 pute, but to bring it to a good iſſue, 
if poſt wble, by Heis what may tend 
fo 


\ 


= The rares. 
whe ſatisfaGion of thoſe in whoſe 


=_ : power it i eee eee, 


to 11. 

Thronghont the whole Thave ftriftly 
obliged my ſelf to ſay nothing but what 
appeared to me truly fitted to the pur- 
Poſe for which I produce it. And in 
all that I have alleged I have had only 
a regard to what appeared reaſonable, 
and wrne, and apt to ſatisfy any perſon 
concerned. Tf it be fo, I am not at all 
 follicitous about any thing farther. I 

defire it ſhould fland or fall as it agrees 
or diſagrees with Reaſon, and the Goſ- 
pel: and accordingly, T fball be wery 
free to defend it, or wery ready to re- 
tract it. If in ſome inſtances I ſeem 

o ſome not _ enongh, and to 0- 
thers too rigi „I Are it may be re- 
membred, . my buſineſs was 5a con- 
ſider the Terms A as they 
are in themſelves, not as this or that 


perſon ger they * be. J 9 


The PREFACE 
endeavoured .fo defend them as they 
are, but 1 have not dared 10. alter 
them upon my ow”. authority, either in 
order to make them appear more odi- 
045, or more agreeable to the Diſſent- 
ers. I could never permit my ſelf to 
have any part in ſetting them at 4 
greater diſtance from the Church: and 
on the other hand, I ſhould judge it but 
an odd, and wery unlikely way to win 
upon © wah to repreſent the Terms of 
Conformity more according to their 
wiſhes, unleſs I could per ſuade them 
to believe that they were truly what i 
repreſent thein to be. 

If hat Errours there are in the ſtyle 
(for that there may be ſome I am ſen. | 
ſible) | hope are ſmall; ſuch as will t | 
not difturb the ſenſe, or hide the force 
of the argument, and . Par- 
donable. 
The following Poſtcript is ded 
in anſwer to that in Mr, Calamy, 
and 
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and to ſhow the world how eaſy it is 
to write ſuch Advertiſements. In- 
deed I have altered the ſtate of the 
Queſtion. at the beginning of it, be- 
cauſe it is very evident from every 
Bool publiſhed in the Cauſe, that the 
Controverſy between the Conform- 
iſts and the Diſſenters is not, Whe- 
ther the eſtabliſhed Church be per- 
fect, but, Whether ſeparation from 
It be neceſſary or reaſonable. 

I hade nothing more to add, but 
my requeſt to the Reader, that He 
Ay; bring an ' honeſt heart along 
with him; and my prayers to God, 
that he would give a bleſſing to what 
I have here propoſed, as far as it is 
fitted to'the promoting his glory, and 
the increaſing peace "7 e. among f 
Choy *S 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


Here being ſome who may be willing 
to ſearch into the bottom of that un- 
happy Controverſy that hath been depending 
almoſt ever fince the Reformation, between 
the Afſertors of the Unreaſonableneſs of 
Separation from the Eſtabliſhed Church, 
and thoſe who have acted upon the Oppoſite 
principle, and pleaded: a . of Se- 
paration from it: I bave been defired in 
order to their ſatisfattion, to point out thoſe 
Writings of the — which may be judg u 
to contain the ſtrength of their Cauſe. . * 
compliance with wh defire, I recommend 
the following writings to the perafat * the. 
Curious. | 
Hooker's Eecleftaſtical Polity. cre 
John Ball's Friendly 77 77 of the Gromds 
of Separation. N. 
_Bradſhaw's Unreaſmablenf of Separa- 
tion. rr 
| Rathband's Grave and ade Confure: $ 


tion of the Browniſts. 1644. 11 


A Letter of many Miniſters in Old- Eng 
land to others in New. England. 1637 

-Brinſley's Arraigument of Schiſm. 1 646. 

Separation Selſ-condemn'd in anſwer to 
Mr Jenkins. A Rob. 


Rob. Grovij Reſpoufio ad Celeuſma. 
Dr. Stillingfleet s Sermon of the Mi icbief 
of Separation. _ 

Dr. 8 tilingfleer 5 Unreaſonblenſ 8 Se- 
ration. 
Dr. Sherlock's Defence of it. 
Dr. Claget's Anſwer to the Mi iſebief 5 
Inpofrims e 

Dr. Falkner Libertas Ecclefraſtica. 

 AColleftion of Caſes, and other Diſcour- 
fas, Written to recover Diſſenters to the 
Communion. of the Church of England, 
5. Divines of the City of London. Te 
mY 0 
Mr. Bennet's Abridgment of theſe Cafes 
1 — Diſcourſe of Schi. | 
T1 need not add any more. Fe that will 
be at the palnt 10 peruſe theſe, will find 
that the — of the Unreaſonable- 
neſs of Separation have much to ſay fo 2 
their 52 ; aud little reaſon to be tion 
ſome to the World by repeating their argu- 
ments as often as ſuch as love Contention think 
fit to renew” the Pleas for Separation” that 
have been ſo often wrged aireagy, and as often 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 


Lately Printed for Tim. Childe, at the White 
| Hart in St. Paul's Church. Tad. 


Letter to Mr. Fleetwood, em! by his 
late Eſſay on Miracles. 


A Vindication of Dr. Sherlock Dean of St. Paul's, 
in Anſwer to Mr. Nathaniel Taylor's late Tre- 
atiſe, entituled, Dr. SHzRLoOCKks Caſe of 
Charch Communion, and his Letter to 
ed, &c. Together with a Reply to his 
Vindication of the ifſenters from the a | 

of Schiſm. 
Dath Wri tten by Mr. kal. 
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— . ed. BEARS. 


No . in the hc and will be Publiſhed ina 
few Weeks, 

Monſr. D Pins Keclefiaſtical Hiſtory of the Six | 
renth Century. . Engliſh'd and Improv d =_ 
proper Remarks and Annotations Y an Emi- 

nent Hand 


Propoſals for Subſcription to it are given wth? | 


E RR AT A. 


Pa. 36. line 13. read ungrateful. *. 1 18. 
read delighted. p. 48. J. 22. read ſought. 
5. 96. I. ult. del. not. P. 146. l. 10. read whe- 
chew p. "wh l. alt gg, where. | 


27 | THE 1 
REASONABLENESs 


CON FO RMITY 
| "along D:THE. 
* of EN GLAN D, 
5 Repreſented to the 
Drs5exTING Mrxrorens, Oe 


H E Deſign of the 1 Pa- 
pers is ſo juſtifiable, how mean 
ſoever they are in themſelves, 
that I need not uſe many words 
to engage you to receive them with all 
Candour, and Goodneſs. I am one, who 
ſincerely deſire a greater Union amongſt 


i Fu. than we are yet arri- 
| "- ved 
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- The Reaſonablene(s 
ved at: and tho' the method in which 
L now propoſe to do ſomewhat towards | 
this, be perhaps not the moſt agreeable | 
to your wiſhes; Yet it muſt be accept- 
able to you, as You profeſs your ſelves 
willing to attend to any offers that 

re made this way, an ready to con- 
orm, if your  objettions can be fairly re- 

moved. 

Nou the Reaſons on which your whole 

Cauſe; is built, I find collectec 
' Cilamy in his tenth Chapter of the T 
Mr. Baxter: and. they are thought to be 
there repreſented with the utmoſt force, 
and aſter the moſt convi manner 
pollible. The beſt method therefore 1 
can think of to perſue my d ſigu in, will 
be this. 

wt, om 0 4. Foe 7 
1 0 aner the Haien, there ad- 
vanc'd againſt the Terms of tn | 


| Conformity in our Church. |." | 


1 4 
F 


II. To ſhow, that the RI. there 
propoſed. in defence of your Selves- are 
ot ſufficient to juſtify your Separati- 

on, even ſuppoſing theſe Terms of Mini- 
A aa ont bord: 1 > 


a? 2 


F 2 5 
14 . 
VI > f \ 57 ha 
$ EEE 
- & 2 
2 x bi —m ' FX 
4 1 , 


1 et i 9.0 nw 


| oed, there are but three which are at 
1 preſent the Terms of Miniſterial Confor- 
mith in the 5 of e * they 
are theſe. „ P4p 


ERS EE dS Fig ei oa Ye otead 


= muſt be ordain'd by Biſbops. 


Ale an 
contain d, and preſcrib d in, 


— 


of Gases ic. 
m. To Conſider what is thete offer'd 


for the Vind! cation of the Difienting La- 


Fi 
905716 ide] it my be bnd that 


I confine my ſelf to the preſent Times; 


and ſpeak to thoſe of You who conti; 
nue to ſeparate from the nn for _ 5 


; Reaſons there repreſented. 


. 1 ſhall conſider thoſe Terms of Mi. 


niſterial Conformity, which are there re- 
preſented as Unreaſonable. + 


Now, of the five Terms ters bade 


L They that will miniſterin in our - Charch 


- 


Conſent to all and per rw 


he 
| Book of Conmon- Prayer, and adminiſtration 
of the Sacraments and other Rites and Cere- 
monies of the Church of England : together 
with the Pſalter ; and the Form and manner 
of making, ordaining, and conſecrating of- 


0 5 2 Biſhops, 


II. The) men declare their unfei 
by t 


The Reo fſonableneſs 


Biſhops, Prieſtt, and Deacons. They muſt 
If evi make an equivalent Subſcription. - 

III. They muſt take the Oath of Ca- 
Honical Obedience, and Swear Subjection 
to their Ordinary Oy to the Canons 
of the Chur. 

I. They that will ider in ben 
Church muſt be ordain'd by Biſhops: The 
Church of England i is ee an Epiſcopal 
Church. We think we can demonſtrate 


that in the Primitive times the admini= 


ſtration of Eccleſiaſtical affairs was in the 
Hands of Biſhops, who had Presbyters 
ſubject to them; — as the Apoſtles main: 


taind a ſuperiority over the Presbyters of 
the Churches they conſtituted, ſo upon 


occaſion of their abſence, they ſettled o- 
thers in this ſuperiority; 5 7 as theſe 
thus ſuceeding the Apoſtles had the po- 
er of Ordination committed to them, ſo 
their Succeſſours in the following Ages 
claim'd this Power as their right, and 
look d upon Ordination to be their Office _ 
in the regular Courſe of things. No... 
wonder then that e require all that r 
come into the Miniſtiry, to come in ar 
this door, which we Think open d for 
that purpoſe by the Apoſtles, Nor do 1 


find that any of the objections You here 
| urge 


of CONFORMITY. 5 
urge againſt this do ſignify, that Or di- 
nafion in the regular courſe of things, 
ought to be adminiſtred wit liout Biſhops. 
But all that is objected is a difficulty a- 
riſing from your having been before or- 
dain d without Biſhops, which. ordination 
you cannot renounce, as you muſt do in 
effect if you ſubmit toEpiſcopal Ordination. 
= Taking; it therefore for granted becauſe 
I find nothing alledg d againſt it, that re- 
gularly Ordination is not to be adminiſtred 
without the Biſhop, I ſhalall!l! 
I. Giv& an account why this is inſi- 
ſind n,, of Dan A161 % 
2. Anſwer your ſcru] 


{-F ples againſt com- 
plying with it, as I find them expreſs d by 
Mr. Calamy. Premiſing only this, that 
ſince moſt of Vou came into the mini- 
ſtry ſince. the reſtauration of Epi gag, 
and therefore have brought this difficul · 

ty voluntarily upon your ſelves, refuſing 
wittingly and conſiderately either to con- 

form as Lay-men, or to be ordain d by Bi- 

ſheps, it ſeems a wonder to us that you 

ſhould not be more willing to ſubmit in 
this point, and to make ſomerecompence :. . - 
for this notorious: neglec᷑t put upon the 
Epiſcopal Office, than to ſearch out oo: 
jections againſt / it. Much more do we "CEL. 
Vit B 3 fin | 


The ' Reaſonableneſs + 
find reaſon to wonder that inſtead of re- 
commending Lay. Conformity to ſuch 
whoſe conſciences could heartily approve 
of it, and an Edueation in another way, 
you ſtill continue to adviſe, prepare, 
and ordain others to the Miniſtry, by 
that means lay ing what you account an 
inſuperable difficulty, which would other- 
wiſe be wanting, in the way towards ſuch 
a Union as you ſay you deſire. Pardon 
us, if we cannot think, that this practice 
is agreeable to that defire of Peace and 
Concord you expreſs, which ſeems to us 
as if You rather deſir d to prevent it, un- 
leſs it could be brought about wholy i in 
Niue: own way. But Iretun ly 
1. To give ſome account why this 
Re-Ordation inſiſted upon, and pro- 
poſe ſome reaſons why it may be fubmit- 
ted to. No the reaſonableneſs: of inſis 
ſting upon this appears from this one pro. 
poſition the truth of which to us is plain; 
acknowledg'd by Mr. Baxter, and not in 
the "T d in queſtion in any of your 
reaſorjings on this Head, viz. That Epife 
See the 4- opal 252 is the regular orderiy Ordi. 
2 . ſettled i in the Church of Chriſt. This 
ter's life being fo, as Mr. Baxter judges (in his di 
bt 129. Patio wo Mr. Tre) * oe end. * 
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of CONFORMITY. 7 
ius art obliged to ſeek ordination rather from 
= a Ecolefbaſtzeal Officer than from a Magi- ; 
ate, Ce. i, bovayſe God bath: appointed 
bim ſor order ſake, and to prevent intruſions 
| aud abies ſo we argue, that the Reaſon 
| why we are obliged to ſeek Ordinatiunn 
from a Buſbop, rather than from Presby. 
ters without a Bop, is becauſe God hatir 
appointed Him for order ſa ke, and to pre- 
vent. mtruftons and abuſes; Aud becauſe 
the going out of this ſettled way, tho it 
be into another which poſſibly might pre- 
vent iutruſious and abuſes as well were it 
the ſettled way, gives too much encou- 
ragement and too much room for ineru- 
| frons and abuſes. As we think with Mꝛr. 
Baxter that Neceſſity only can anſwer for the bid. 
zrregularity of Ordination, ſo we think that 
where there is no neceſſity, or when this 
neceſſity ceaſes, God gives no encourage - 
ment to ſuch deviations, and a Regular 
Ordination is to be fought for. That there- 
fore it is not the ſ ty of the work, -the 
care taken; the fitneſs of the perſon, the faſt- 
ing and prayer that can excuſe the neglect 
of this, or be accounted ſufficient with- 
out this: becauſe this is the method de- 
liver'd down to us from the Apoſtles 
times, and the departing from this tends 
ie B 4 | to 
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8 The Reaſonableneſs - 
to the overthrow of all order: nor can 
we ſuppoſe that Almighty God ſupplies 
the want of it, when no neceſſity can be 
pleaded, becauſe He is the God of order, 
and not of coufuſion. We judge with Mr. 
Ibid: Baxter, that Perſons (let them le never ſa 
wel qualified) are to ſeek an orderly admiſe 
ſlon, and make others the judges of their qua- 
lifications : and imagining our method to 
be the orderly and ſettled method from 
the Primitive ages, where we ſee it ne- 
glected, when there is no neceſſity, we 
think in juſtice, we cannot acknowledge 
thoſe who depart from it approved of 
God in ſetting apart themſelves for the 
Miniſtry. We dare not think that He 
allows ſo great a neglect caſt upon the 
order ſettled in his Church, and we dare 
not in our Conſciences give any encou- 
ragement to a method which has diſu- 
nited a whole Nation from their Biſhops, 
and ſuch an encouragement as would be 
in effect an acknowledgment that God 
approves of Irregular Ordinatiuns upon no 
neceſſity, and would tend to introduce 
ſtill more and more irregular Ordinations, 
when ever any neceſſity ſhould: be pre- 
tended. This we dare not do, and ta- 
king this to be your caſe that you have 
kt " Þ neglected 


S 
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of CONFORMITY. 


3 | neglected the way ſettled: in the Church, 


and when no neceſſity urged, put your 


ſelves into the Miniſtry in another man- 
ner, we cannot think it hard, that you 
ſhould receive Orders in a regular way. 
This will indeed be an acknowledgment 

that you have been in an errour, but 
ſurely this conſideration will not weigh 


more with good Men than the Univer- 


ſal good, and the ſervice you may do by 
giving ſo publick a teſtimony to Order, 
and Iuſtitution, and ſo great a {top to ir- 
regularity and confuſion. Upon the whole, 
We think that, according to Mr. Baxter, 
We may inſiſt upon this, nay and ought, 


as long as we are an _—_ Church. 
For it was his opinion (as is plain from 


| the occaſion of that paper I have now re- 


fer d. to) that nothing but neceſlity can 
excuſe thoſe who neglect Epiſcopal Ordi-. 


nation, and that their /rregular Ordinati-: 
on when there is no neceſſity for it, is not 
approv'd by God. I confeſs this argument 


ſuppoſes You to have no neceſſty laid up- 


on you, which I ſhall now ſay ſomewhat. 


too. You know it is an eaſy thing to 
plead »eceſſity, and there is no end of /rre-: 


ö 1 


| galarities; if any Neceſſity be admitted but 
What is moſt apparent: for it is then 


IH ok 
- * 


Fou theſe llowing Queſtions. 


only that God can be ſaid plainly to re-„ 
quire Men to go but of the Common 


Way, or to apf ove! their Irregular Pro- 1 N 
ceedings. And if you can prove tliat a- 
ny ſuch Neceſſity was laid upon Vo to Wl 


have recourſe to irregular ways, I promiſe 
for my part, to believe that God approv'd 


Four ordination, and does approve it as 


long as that neceſſity laſts. If You:can-- 
not, We cannot believe it, and are in 
conſcience hound not to prevaricate, and 
caſt the greateſt reflexion image bo up 


on regular Ordination. 


Let vs now therefore conſider whether 
there 3s ſuch an undeniable nece ſiy ſor 'your 
belp, whether the Jafety of the Church is at 
Stake, and the Fatt -of Men's Souls; 
or whether there is any other reaſon ſuf- 
ficient to juſtify your irregular Proceed- 


ing. And give me leave upon this _ 
ty ſo unreaſonable in the Church of 

land, that very many Conſcientious, 85 
full, 'J udicious, Pious, Excellent, Labort= 


ous Nen. have not conform'd; and do not 
daily conform as Miniſters ? Mr. Baxter 


Are the Terms of Miniſterial 


_ acknowledg'd, and all muſt acknowledge 


there are, and have been many ſuch Men. 
Are 


of ConrForMITY, 

Are there any means neceſſary to the 
Peoples Salvation wanting in the Church 
% England? Is there not a pious and uſe- 
a— full Fwy to aſſiſt their publick Devo- 
0 tions? Are there not Chapters out of 
God's Word ev'ry day read to them: 


them? Is there any thing in the admini- 


ce main deſign of the Goſpel, or deſtru- 
W Qive of Salvation? 


to the preſervation of the Church, or the 


the Church of England cannot legally do? 
Cannot He exhort, reprove, be- inſtant, 
| inſtruc, 2dmoniſh in private and in pub- 


; any ſcandalous Chriſtians? 7 | | 
If there is any thing elſe Vou i imagine 


neceſſary that the State of Chriſtianity, 
and the Salvation of the People depend 
upon it, ſo neceſſary that you are obli- 
ged to be ordain d after an irregular man- 


1 ner to make your aa * of per- 5 


— it? 
| Or, 


* 


W ts not the whole will of God declared to | 


W tration of the Sacraments, contrary to 


= Is there any one thing plainly Geblined: 
to be the duty of a Miniſter in the Gof- 
pel, and ſuch a Duty as is neceſſary either 


Salvation of Mankind, that a Miniſter i in 


lick, and refuſe the Holy Communion to 


convenient which He cannot do, Is it ſo 


* 
11 


12 The: Reaſonableneſs | 
Or, is this the reaſon: you put your 
ſelves into the Miniſtry, becauſe there 
are very few in the Church of England. 
that take any care of Souls, and that 
there is great occaſion for your help? If 
it is, why do ye officiate where there is 
no ſuch occaſion for Fou, where no want 
of the means of Salvation can be preten · 
ded? Or, if You ſay there is need ev ry 
where of all that will labour in the Mi- 
niſtry, Conſider whether this will not be 
a plea for the moſt unqualiſied in the 
world, and give occaſion, whether You. 
will or no, to the greateſt irregularities 
imaginable: for where can we ſtop in ir- 
regularities, if we juſtify thoſe for whieh 
there is no abſolute neceſſity? 
Suppoſing the Terms of Epiſcopal Or- 
dination unreaſonable, Can the good you 
propoſe to do in an irregular way, coun- 
tervail the miſehief of ſuch irregularities, 
taking into the account, on one ſide, the 
3 good you could do in your private Capa- 
| cities if you remain d Lay. men, and on the 
other ſide, the dividing principles, the 
Heats, the Uncharitableneſs, the indecen 
cies you encourage, and propagate whe- 
ther you deſign it or nos? 


. + 
0 0 a = & 
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of CONFORMITY. 
Or, Muſt you be ordain'd to the Mini- 
„ry for the benefit of thoſe amongſt the 
People who cannot ſubmit to the admi- 
niſtration of the Sacraments according 
to the uſe of the Church of England, and 
are you forc'd to this irregular way, on 
this account? If this were truly the rea: 
ſon; you would certainly preſs conformity 


upon thoſe who can ſubmit to ir, You 


would receive and encourage no ſuch, 
you would help in the removal of thoſe 
prejudices and 'groundleſs ſcruples, and 
reach them how to tolerate what they 
cannot amend; and agreeably to this, you 
would receive none but ſuch as had in- 
vincible objections againſt Communion with 
our Church: but not ſeeing a Practiſe 
correſpondent to this. Plea, we cannot 
think this to be the true Reaſon. .' But if 


it is, we deſire you to conſider, whether 


you do not by this give too much conn- 


tenance to a contempt of all Eccleſiaſtical 
Authority; whether you do not give too 


much encouragement to thoſe who ſepa- 


rate from us with the rankeſt uncharita- 


bleneſs, and receive and cheriſh thoſe 
who rail at our whole worſhip as Idola- 


trous, Antichriſtian, Popiſb, and intolera- 


ble; or, whether it is fit, that they who 
4177 = think 


13 


ſome account why we inſiſt upon Epiſco- 

pal Ordination, and dare not give ſo open 

an encouragement to Irregularity as you 
ſeem to expect. 


The Reaſanableneſa 


think ſuch Prejudices groundleſs, ſhould 
be ſo fond of adding life and conti 
nuance to them, as, rather than not do 
it, to tranſgreſs ns order ſettled in "the 
Church. 

The Queſtion is, wh cecellity- is 
there for your Ordination to the Mini- 
ſtry? and when you have thought of this 


neceſſity, ſee if the ſame neceſſity may not 


be pleaded for farther irregularities, ſee 


if it might not have been pleaded in all 


ages of the Church, and conſider whe- 
ther ſuch nnn Ordinations do not 
tend to the contem pt of all inſtitutions 
and ordinances, as we judge they do. 
Theſe Queſtions and doch like conſide- 
red, and anſwer d with all the ſeriouſneſs 
the ſubject requires, if they do not ſatiſ- 
{y you, yet they will ſerve to give you 


Epiſcopal Ordination (ſays Mr. Baxter) 


is to be ſought for, and where there is 


not an abſolute neceſſity God does not ap- 
prove of irregular Ordinations, 

Lou have not a heceſlity (as we judge) 
lo abſolute and ſo apparent, as will juſtify 


that 


] 
* 
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„f CONE D RMITY, 
that neglect you have put upon the ſet- 
tled Order of the Church, and the irre- 
gular method you have taken, 


undeniable neceſſity, and ſo dare not ac- 


knowledge you Miniſters without Epiſ- 
And 


. 
* 


we judge it very hard, that this 


ſhould be number d amongſt the unrea- 


ſonable terms of Miniſterial Conformity, 


When we think the whole point is, -whe- 
ther the other terms are unreaſonable, and 


ſufficient. to juſtify a ſeparation. or no. 
For, if they are, and it can be prov'd, this 
will prove ſuch a neceſſity as will juſtify 
Irregular Ordinations, and demonſtrate 


Therefore we dare not act as if we 
thought God had approv'd your Ordina- 
tion, till you ſhow: us this manifeſt and 


I 


that God approy'd your ordination: But 


if they are not, then no ſuch neceſſity was 


laid upon you, and it cannot be prov'd 


that God approv'd your ordination, or 
that it is hard for you to ſubmit to a re- 
gar ͤ cw d VW 
And we deſire you to conſider. whether 
whilſt you argue againſt this under the 
general name of Diſſenters, you do not 
argue for many Ignorant Mechanicks who 


cannot properly be ſaid to have had any 


or di- 


16 The Reaſonableneſe 
ordination but a pretended inward: call, 
| and for a great number of men, of whom 
4bridement Mr. Baxter complain d long ago that they 
p. 117. made too light of Ordination. | 
One thing more I am led to ſay upon 
this Subject, and that is, ſuppoſing there 
was a neceſſity of ſeeking Irregular Ordi- 
nat ions, ſuch a neceſſity as aroſe only from 
the badneſs of the times, when Biſhops 
were put down in England, which we are 
allowed by Mr. Calamy to think was the 
| caſe of the ejected Miniſters: yet this ne- 
ceſſity could / juſtify the Ordination no 
longer than it laſted, and when they 
were reſtord, the Ordination was null, 
and another to be ſought for in a regular 
way. This I fay, ſuppoſing this truly the 
caſe, and the irregular practice grounded 
only upon this reaſon : and this Mr. WW. 
Baxter leads me to by the parallel in- 


— 


ere 


A. 29 


N 2 © 


P- 131. ſtances He produces in his paper about a 

regular Ordinations, They are theſe, In tl 

f an. aſſault of an Enemy, and the abſence of f 
; F a Commander, an experienc d Soldier who u 
13 has no commiſſion may ſupply tlie place 4 a n 
Commander, The neceſlity anſwers for a: 

the irregularity while the neceſſity laſts. WU c 

But would He be acknowledg'd a Com- h 


mander, if when there is no neceſſity He 
| | ſhould 


L 
8 
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Neceſſity. gives a man a Licenſe to pra 
Phyfick, in an extraordinary caſe, and when 
He can have no licenſe in a regular way. 


longer than the neceſſity it ſelf? | 
At a time when it was impoſſible to 


procure a Commiſſion from the King, 


ſuppoſe any Perſon upon the manifeſt 
danger of that Kingdom ſhould take up- 
on Him to be Lord Depacy of Ireland, that 
neceſſity would make all his acts valid 
whilſt it laſted : but when He could have 
a formal commiſſion from the Xing and 
would not, is it fit He ſhould be ac- 
knowledg'd as Governour? or, Is the Pow- 
er, which neceſſity convey'd to Him, af- 


ter that to be obey'd? As therefore in 
theſe caſes Neceſſity gives a Commiſſion to 


theſe perſons, and we allow of this neceſ- 


ſity; as they have as much power to at 
upon this neceſſity as if they had a Com- 


miſſion in the moſt regular way; and 


as they cannot be acknowledg d to act by 


Commiſſion when they may but will not 
have it in a regular Ways and the neceſſity 


ceaſes 


ſhould ſtill pretend to that office without 
another Commiſſion in a regular ways 
iſe 


Has He therefore a Licenſe to practice 
when this neceſlity is gone, or does that 
Licenſe which neceſſity gives laſt any 


1 


. 133- 


ple could not difeern it, and 


The Reaſonableneſs : | 
ceaſes, ſo let it be in the cafe before us. 
A real neceſſity gives you a Commiſſion 
to act, and to go out of the regular way 


This neceſſity makes all your acts valid 


whilſt it laſts, and they remain valid be- 


cauſe they depend entirely upon the Pow- 
er you had at the time they were done, 


and not at all upon the Power you have 
afterwards. But if you refuſe to take out 
commiſſions in a regular way when that 
neceſlity is gone, you have no more pre- 


tence to Power and Authority, than the 


Perſons in the Caſes before-mention'd. 


1 ſee not what can be objected here, 


unleſs it be this. Since we allow you no 
authority in what you do now, and do not 


think that God approves of your Ordinati- 


on now you may have Epiſcopal Ordination, 
and refuſe it, why do we not inſiſt upon 


the rebaptixing of thoſe who are laptiæ 


by you c.: why do we allow your acts 
valid now we grant no neceſſity? to 
which Mr. Baxter furniſnies us with a re- 
ply. If the Lord. Deputy of lreland were 
dead, and one ſhould ſo counterfeit the King's 
Hand aud Seal as that the Nobles and Neo- 


| ſhould annex 
this to a grant for the Place, and 


to the P 


_ 


ſhew it 
pie, and claim the Power by it 


L 
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of CONFORMITY. 
if this man continue the exerciſe 7 this 
Zou of a Tear before the dereit be diſ- 

al} his actions muſt be valid as to 
25 leaks of the Commosx-wealth, tho they 
are treaſonable to Himſelf. From which 
it is plain, That, as the Honeſt People 
ought not to ſuffer for the treaſon ** 
their pretended Gbvernour, fo God will 
take care that the truly honeſt People ſhall 


that, as the Hing may approve of the a- 
ions themſelves as they reſpect the Peo- 
ple, and yet not approve of the perſon's 
pretenſions to his authority ; ſo Almighty 

od may ' approve of the actions of 
Minifters as they reſpe& the honeſt and 
well-meaning People, and yet not approve 


at all of the Miniſter conſider d as ſuch; 


that, as the Governours actions were valid 
tho He had really no commiſſion, ſo the 
actions of a miniſter may be valid, and 
yet his Ordination no proper ordination, 
which was the thing I deſign d to prove 
from this inſtance. Indeed Mr. Baxter 
ſeems: juſt before, to lay it down for a 
truth that if the actions are not null, nei- 
ther can the ordinations. But, if this in- 
ſtance does not plainly prove the contra» 


ry, 1 confeſs I cannot underſtand it, viz. 
C2 that 


receive no hurt for . fault of others: 
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that the ordination may be none at all, and 
yet the actions not null. For it is the in- 
ſtance of one who has no commiſſion, but 
is guilty of Treaſon in what he does, and 
| vyet the People are not to ſuffer for this 
WW. becauſe it was impoſſible for them to dif- 
4 cern it; and ſo his actions are not null, and 
yet He muſt have a real Commiſſion from 
the Xing, before He can act in that poſt 
again. The parallel to this Governour and 
his People, is the Miniſter and his People. 
As the Governour has no authority, and 
yet his acts are valid, ſo the Miniſter may 
have no authority from God on his part, 
and yet his actions may be valid as to the 
people; Almighty God not permitting 
them to ſuffer for the fault of others. 
This too may ſerve to give ſome ac- 
count of the þlefſing of Heaven attending 
your ſacred miniſtrations, which you ſeem 
to us, to ſpeak of too often, becauſe if 
this may be allowed as'an argument that 
God approv'd your ordination,” all parties 
in the World will claim it, and the moſt 
zrregular will plead it, and patronize un- 
der it the greateſt irregularities imagina- 
ble. Pray Conſider this, Here is*a pre- 
tended Governour with no Commiſſion, ma- 
ny of his actions are perhaps for the — 
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of CoNFoRMITY. 
of the Common-wealth, and yet this is 


no argument that he had a Commiſion, or 


that the Xing approvd of his acting in his 


ſter may be for the good of many honeſt 
perſons, and yet this is no Argument 
that God approves his zrregular ordina- 
tion. The bleſſing, whenever it is, is a 
reward to the Honeſty of the well mean- 


ing People and ought not to be interpre- 


ted as an approbation of the authority of 
the Miniſter:as the King's permitting the a- 
ctions of that pretended Governour to be 
valid, is due to the Honeſty of the People 
who could not find out the deceit, but can- 
not be thought an approbation of the pre- 
tences of that Perſon who was guilty of 
Treaſon, in counterfeit ing his Hand andSeal. 

The reſult of what I have faid is this. 


| Thoſe of You who were ordain'd by Preſ- 


byters without Biſhops: becauſe Epiſco- 
pal Ordination could not be had (which 
Mr. Calamy gives us leave to take for the 


true reaſon) we acknowledge to have had a 


real Ordination, and your authority to have 
laſted as long as that neceſſity laſted, and 
conſequently all your acts valid even as to 
the authority of them, this neceſſity making 
them ſo as effectually as if you had had 


983 regular 


name. So here, The Actions of a Mini- 
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regular Ordination. But when that neceflity | 
ceas'd, we dard no more acknowledge an 
authority only founded upon a cafe of ne» 
geſſity, without regular Commiſſion, when 

it might be had, than we dare acknow- 

ledge him to be truly the Fing'sYzcegerent, 
who, becauſe in cafe of abſolute neceſhty 
he had the command of a country without 
a regular Commiſſion, therefore when he can 
have this regular Commiſſion, refuſes to take | 
ir. Thoſe of you who haye fince the re- e. 
ſtabliſnment of Epiſcopacy refus'd either to 
conform as Laymen, or to enter into the 
Miniſtry at this door, aſter our moſt ſe- 
rious conſideration, we cannot but judge 
to have put an open, and viſible neglet᷑t 
upon Regular Ordination, without af ap 
parent neceſſity, giving oceaſion by this 
means to more : grievous irregularities, 
And therefore, tho we think your adti- | 
ons valid, through the mercy of God, to 
honeſt and wel meaning People; yet we 
dare not ſay that God approves your Or- 
dination in a way we take to be irregulan, 
nor can we-conſent by our actions to give 
encouragemend to ſuch doctrines as this, 
th. II non to be — — when. 
De ar feet wif pretend: & nooeſhty:: 
for rhither this tende, how. lirtle. ſoever 
| hs you 
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you deſign-it. Conſider this, and ſee if 
there is no reaſon why you ſhould com- 
ply in this point, at leaſt if there is no rea- 
ſon for us to requeſt you not to go on to lay 
this unneceſſary bar in the way of others. 


2. Having thus given ſome account of 


the reaſons of what we require in this 
point, I will now. conſider thoſe objecti- 
ons I find offer'd in your names againſt 
it. Amovgſt which I do not find any ta- 
ken from the unreaſonableneſs of Epi/- 
copal Oraliuat ion, or any thing ſaid againſt 


it, but all that is objected is drawn from 


that unkappy circumſtance of an Ordina- 
tion before. And this being ſtill the caſe, 
| ſhall endeavour, if what | have ſaid be- 
fore is not ſatisfactory, to remove theſe 


Scruples. What I find urg d is compre- 


hended under theſe three Heads. 
1. The Peace of your own Conſciences. 
2. The credit of the reformed Churches a- 
broad. 3- The Scruples of your own Peo- 
ple. For, as to wullifying your paſt Ordiua- 
tions, I hope I have ſaid what is ſufficient, 
I. As to the Peace of your Conſciences, 
we are not for perſuading You to ac a; 


gainſt your Conſciences, to preyaricate 


or play with holy. things. But, if what 1 
have laid down befare be true, that an ir- 


C 4 regular 
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regular Ordination is none at all when 


there is no abſolute neceſſity; and ſuppo- 
ſing there was an abſolute neceſſity, that 
it laſts no longer than that neceſſity laſts, 
here can be no playing with Holy things, 
to ſeek it in a regular way; becauſe, accor- 
ding to this reaſoning, You are wholly 
unqualified to act as Miniſters without it. 
And we preſs it upon you ſeriouſly to con- 
ſider if this is not a fair and reaſonable 
account of the matter. 1 i 
2. As to the Credit of the reformed Chur- 
ches abroad, we think it no preſumption, 
as we cenſure not them, who in a caſe of 
neceſſity went out of the ordinary me- 
thod, ſo to expect they will not cenſure 
us for not approving #rregularities, when 
there is no ſuch neceſlity for them. And 
we judge that you your ſelves Act as you 
think juſt and reaſonable without that re- 
gard to them here pretended,” and ſhall 


judge fo, till we fee you remove, alter, 


and reform evry thing amongſt. you, 
which the Reformed Churches abroad 
diſprove: either in their declarations: or 
their practice. Nor do we think you 
would allow it a good argument for our 
inſiſting upon this, if we could produce 
Reformed Churches abroad of the ſame o- 
OT He pinion 


of CONFORMITY. 
pinion with us in this point, unleſs you 
were otherwiſe convinc d. 175 

7 5 As to the Scruples of your people, we 
deſire to know whether you will allow it 
a good argument for our inſiſting upon 
this, that if we ſhould admit You into the 
Miniſtry without it, this will raiſe end- 
| teſs ſcruples in the minds of our beſt and 
moſt underſtanding people, to ſee men ad- 
mitted, and acknowledg'd as Miniſters, 
who have without an abſolute neceſſity, 
as they think, departed from the ſettled 


method of Ordination, and wilfully ſought 


zrregular Ordinations. Now ſince We as 
well as Tou have this plea, is it not more 
fitting that this plea ſhould be laid aſide 
than urg d as an argument againſt Us? is 
it not more becoming on each ſide to ar- 
gue from the reaſonableneſs or unreaſon- 
ableneſs of the thing it ſelf, than from the 
ſcruples of the people? unleſs perhaps 
it be worth while to enquire whether the 

ſcruples on the part of Regular Ordinations 


are not to be much more regarded than 
the ſcruples on the part of Lrregular Or- 
dinations. We deſire you to conſider 
whether if you your ſelves were ſatisfied 


of the reaſonableneſs: of this, Lou have 


not influence enough upon your people 
0 1 to 
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than it is a good argument for not doing a 


to perſuade them againſt wnreaſoretle ſcru- 
ples. A thing, which if you had ſeriouſſy un- 
dertook, how much good might you have 
done! how much evil might you have pre- 


vented! Now, if you cannot agree to this, 


becauſe the thing is unreaſonable, why are 


thePeople's Scruples pretended? If the thing 
is reaſonable, and yet not to be done be- 
cauſe it would raiſe ſcrapes in the people, 


r4aſonable thing, that it will raiſe ſcruples in 

others. But this we hardly think to be your 
opinion, becauſe this would be laying a ne- 
ceſſity upon yourſelves very often of act- 
ing unreaſonably: and alſo becauſe, we 
conceive your practice to be againſt this. 
Nothing can raiſe more endleſs ſcruples in 
your people, than Occafional Communion 
with zChurch from which you have made 
a formal Separation. They have been filfd 
with amazement and uneafineſs, and have 
not known which way to turn themſelves, 
ftrecchrheir own Conſciences a little, 
ſorniſn themſelves with diſtinctions, a- 
gainſt they ſnould have occaſion for them. 
And the reaſons for this conduct, if bre- 
member tighi, are declared to be fuch 


the People are 2 
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of: ahd yet the demonſtration of your 
Love aud Charity to thaſe Tou have ſepara- Abridenem 
ted from, is profeſs d to be, in your opi- b. 359. 
nion, of more account then the ſcruples 
of your People. Nay, by this conduct 
you do the very thing, which you are a- 
fraid of doing, if you ſhould ſubmit to E- 

pi ſcopal Ordination. For by this you lead 
the poor people to think that this /epa-, 
ration is not neceſſary, (as you acknow- 
ledge your ſelves) and therefore that 
there was no neceſfity for you to 
ſcek Ordination in an irregular way, and 
therefore that your Ordination is not ap- 
prov d of God, but is null, and therefore 
that your miniſtratiaus are invalid. When 
you can reconcile this Occaſſonal Commu- 
_ mon'with the neceflity of a Separation in 
their opinions, and remove their ſcruples 
on this account by plainly convinci 
them, that conſtant Communion may be a 
where accaſonal Communion is ſo far from 
being: a ſin that it is a duty, then I will un- 
dertake to remove their ſeruples on the 
other aceount, and make it as plain as 
the light to them, Thats your mineſtrations 
may. be valid as to them, and yet your Or- 
dination null. In the mean while, we 
think it a reaſonable argument, 3 the 
5 ru- 
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Scruples of the People ought not to hinder 
you from ſhowing your Charity in a way 
-  whichraiſes ſcruples in them, The ſcruples 
of the People ought not likewiſe to hin- 
der you from ſnowing your regard to Re- 
gularity and Order in a way which raiſes 
ſcruples in them, and ought not therefore 
to make up one of your Reaſons againſt 
Conformity in this point. 
Thus much may ſuffice for the ſirſt Head. 
And in all that 1 have ſaid upon it, I only 
take this for granted that Epiſcopal Ordi. 
nation is the regular Ordination, which 
your reaſonings under this Head give me 
leave to ſuppoſe. From whence it fol- 
lows that your Ordination is irregular. 
From hence argue that as long as we are 
an Epiſcopal Church, and as long as we ima- 
gine your Separation, and your zrregularOr- 
dination unneceſſary, we cannot (accord- 
ing to Mr. Baxter's reaſoning) acRnows 
ledge yourOrdinationluch as God approves 
of, we muſt not in conſcience give any 
encouragement to Uunneceſſary irregula- 
rities, and therefore hope we are not to 
blame in inſiſting upon Epiſcopal Ordi- 
nation. To concluge this head, As you, 
if you were perſuaded that your Ordina- 
tron in an irregular way was unneceſſary 

NG could 
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could not but own that God did not ap- 


prove of it, and therefore could not but 
ſubmit to a regular one: ſo We, while 


we think it ſo, cannot poſſibly but think 


that God diſapprov'd it, and therefore 
cannot but inſiſt upon a regular one, be- 
fore weacknowledge You truly Ordain'd. 
II. The Second of thoſe Terms of Mini- 
ſterial Conformity which you cannot com- 
ply with is this, that Miniſters muſt de- 
clare their unfeigned Aſſent and Conſent to 
all and ev'ry thing contain d and preſcrib'd 
in and by the Book, Intituled, the Book of 
Common-Prayer, and Adminiſtration of the 
Sacraments, and other Rites and Ceremonies 
of the Church; together with the Pſalter or 
Pſalms of David; and the form or manner 
of making, ordaining and conſecrating of 
Biſhops, Prieſts and Deacons. And they 


muſt alſo (and that Ex animo) ſubſcribe 


theſe words, That the Book of Common- 
Prayer, and of Ordaining Biſhops, Prieſts, 
and Deacons, containeth in it nothing con- 
trary to the Word of God; and that it may 
lawfully be uſed: and that they themſelves 
will uſe the form in the ſaid Books pre- 
ſerit'd, in publick Prayer and Adminiſtra- 

tion of the Sacraments, and no other. 
That the Subſcribing this ex animo, i. e. 
| ſincerely 
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femcerely and heartily ſhould be eſteem d a 
grievance, is, I confeſs, a ſtrange thing. 
But the Church ſee, is ſure to be found fault 
with both ways. If this ſubſcription had 
been requir'd without this, then the anſwer 
would have been, we dare not ſubſeribe 
this, becauſe we cannot do it ex anime, 
and are afraid of Stretching our Conſcien- 
ces, and playing with Subſcriptions and Oaths. 
And yet now the Subſcription is required 
to be ex auimo, this very thing is reck- 
ond among the Circumſtances that add 
to the unreaſonableneſs of it. x 

The firſt thing I find objected that con- 
cerns my preſent deſign, is the Compre- 
 henfrueneſs of this reguir d Declaration, ag- 
gravated with ſuch hardſhips, that I will 
be bold to ſay, If we uſe all other publick 
declarations after the ſame manner, it is 
impoſſible to comply with any one, and 
yet (in my opinion) aggravated ſo unhap- 
pily as to expoſe and betray even your 
own in aggravating it. 
For your Comment upon the form of 
this declaration is this, Words cauld fearce 
be devise by the wit of man mort full; au 
more fignificant., whereby. the Miniſters 
might teſtify their bigheft juſtification, and 


every 
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every Rite and Ceremony, every matter and 
thing contain d in the whole book, and in every 
page and line of it. In which words 1 
verily think you efſectually confute the 
thing which you would eſtabliſh : and to 
theſe words | appeal, and to every unpre- 
judicd perſon who can read them, f the 
wit of man could not have devis d words more 
full and fignificant of this approbation you 
mean, than the words in which our Affext 
and: Conſent is to be declared. For I think 
you your ſelves have. And let any one 
but compare theſe two ſentences together, 
one of which contains what the Act re- 
quires, and the other what you ſay it 
requires, and then let him judge whether 
they are the fame. The words of the 
Ack are theſe, Tau ſball declare your un- 
feigned Aßent aud Conſent to the Uſe of al 
4 in the ſaid Book contain d, and pre- 
r 

= unfeigned Aſſent and Conſent to all 
and every thing contain d and preſcrib d in 
and by the Book intituled c. Vour way 
of expreſſing it is this, Ton ſhall declare not 
| only your conſent to the uſe of this Book, but 
your aßent to the truth. of every propefition 
contain d in the Prefaces, Rules, Rubrics 
and Prayers in. this Book: in theſe _— 
0 


d in theſe words, I do here declare 
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I do here teſtiſie my higheſt juſtification 

and commendation of every Point and 
Syllable, every Rite and Ceremony, e- 
very matter and thing, contained in the 
whole book, and in every page and line 
of it. I need not ask the Reader whether 
there is no difference, agd whether the 
latter is not ſomewhat mBre than an in- 
terpretation of the former. But what 
follows is much worſe than this. 

L little thought indeed from ſome parts 
of Mr. Calamy's Book, from his ſevere re- 
flexions upon any that have treated the 
Nonconformiſts after the ſame manner, 
from that great regard to Peace, Truth 
and Decency He every where profeſſeth, I 
little thought, I ſay, to meet with ſuch 
Stuff (quoted out of an Authour ſelected 
for that purpoſe) as He knows in his con- 
ſcience is nothing to the argument He is 
upon, and only tends to vilifie and ridicule 
the Common Prayer Book, and Strengthen 
the unreaſonable prejudices of the multi- 
tude againſt it. But how ſeverely ſoever 
He reflects upon others, yet, He himſelf 
in treating of publick declarations, cannot 

forbear (as he expreſſes it) tranſcribing - 
: from one private and unregarded Au- 
thour, a paſſage becauſe it is admirable 


for 
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for its peculiarity, and cannot forbear to talk 
as if it was requir d in the Church of England 
to believe that cry tittle of the Common pray- 
er Book was dictated by the Holy hoſt, and as 
if the Poor Nonconformiſis had been ejected 
for not having the Spirit of diſcerning this, 
You cannot take it amiſs if I expreſs 


my ſelf with ſome Heat upon ſuch an oc- 


caſion, becauſe theſe things ſet us at an 
irreconcileable diſtance from one another, 
and it may juſtly be demanded of you, 
either to diſcountenance ſuch practices a- 
mongſt your ſelves, or elſe to allow and 
approve them in others as well as your 
ſelves. For [I leave it to you to conſider 


if this is juſt. This perſon (I give it you, 


as near as I can, in his own words upon a 


33 


like occaſion) having met with a weak paſ- Abridgnen 
ſage of one Conforming Miniſter, produ- P. 589. 


ces it for matter of Reproach: and having 
found ſome crude and unmeet expreſſions 


fort 


he could defire, and only ſuch filly things as he 
knew he 445 eaftly Kae. e be ar- 
gues againſt approving, or being fond, of the 
Common · prayer Book, as if a man ſpould go to 
prov etheWor ſhip of Chriſtians or Proteſtants 
fooliſh, becauſe there are ſome weak perſon 


5 
to 


drops by a private Perſon, he brings them 
,eſteeming him to ſpeak as fooliſhly as 
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t be found amongſt them. This method of 
arguing is to mich ſuited to the Humonrs 


of thoſe, who not only hate the Conformiſts, 
ut are deſpiſers, and deriders of 1 76 
Worſhip and Devotion, who are hereby 
confirm'd in their contempt and fears of 
Worſhip and Devotion in general. Or, If 
He rather chooſe the reproof of Sir Ma- 
thew Hale, than his own, He may find 
it in the ſame page, and He will eafily 
fee how to apply it to himſelf. And 
tow much more juſtly. .it belongs to 
this Authour,than to that perſon on whom 
he hath fixed it, will appear if we conſider 
the difference of the two caſes. For it is 
one thing ro expoſe what is very weak 
and filly, and thence to argue againſtthar 


only Which. is founded upon what is ſo 


deed is exactly (in Mr. CS o.ꝗ words) 


weak and ſilly; and another thing to pro · 


duce what is weak and ridiculous às an 
argument againſt hat is not fo, Ir is 
one thing to, gather together the foillies 
of many per ſolis, and to expoſe only theſe 
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follies, and ano her thing to bring forth 


ridiculous ftuff dut of one neglected Au- 


thour, and from thence to Ates 
being fond of a book out of which no ſuch 


ridiculous Stuff can be quoted. This in- 
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as if. one  ſhauld Nu againſt 8 


rom the weakneſs of ſome who have defen 


Sed it; but. how. the expoling the-weak- 


neſſes amongſt ſame of it's profeſſors can 
be ſo interpreted I cannot fee. For if 
there are reaſonings and expreſſions that 
deſerve this way of treatment, and this 
is often the moſt ſucceſsful way of hand- 
ling them, perhaps the good that it may 
do one Way, will couritervail the miſ- 
chief it can do another. And I find ve- 
ry wiſe and ſerious perſons, your ſelves 


of this opinion, if we may judge by their 
practice. I have ſeen the ſilly reafonings 
of a Pogiſb Advocate exposd even when 
they concern'd the grounds of Chriſtian- 
ity; - I have ſeen the follies of ſome con- 
forming Preachers made ridiculous, and 


| both as I thought, not with any disadvan- 


tage to the common Chriſtianity. And if 
there are ſome, the grounds of whoſe 
Nonconformity are ſa weak, as you ſeem 
to grant, Why may not theſe be thus 
treated, ſo long as what is not ſo ridicu- 


lous be not expoſed for the fake of what 
is. Expoſe theſe Quotations you have 
here made as much as you pleaſe, it will 


neither oſſend us nor hurt our cauſe, but 


D 2 rather 
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and your own advocates as well as others, 


The Readſonableneſs | 
rather help to put an end to ſuch ridicu- 
lous arguments; but do not produce 
them as arguments againſt Aſent and 

Conſent, or againſt 9 the Common. 
Prayer Book in which there is not the 
leaſt ſhadow of any thing like them. 
This is what comes under the cenſure of 
all good Chriſtians. This is falſe Logick 
as well as unbecoming, profeſſedly teaching 
men to think ill of what is good for the 
fake of what is bad. Pardon this digreſ- 
ſion 1 could not help taking notice of this 
:<11-grateful- and unſeaſdnable paſſage, as it 
came in my way. What I have ſaid is not 
to be taken as if I delight in ſuch a way 
of writing: but only as oppoſed to one 
who hath been ſo ſevere upon others, and 
yet hath ſo ſadly offended himſelf. I now 
return with much more willingneſs to en- 
deavour your ſatisfaction in the point we 
are now upon. And in order to this I 
muſt entreat you to conſider 
I. That we are commanded to con- 
fine this Aßent and Conſent to the uſe of 
all things contain d and preſerib d in this 
Book, by the expreſs words of the Act it 
ſelf, and forbid plainly by it to refer the 
Conſent to the uſe of all things, and the 
About to the truth of every propoſition, 
221181 & AR as 
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Z of CONFORMITY, 
as you do; as plainly forbid as we can 
be. For the Act it ſelf applies both theſe 


ing the Miniſter to declare his Aßeut aud 
Conſent both to the uſe of all things in this 
Book. Whoever therefore declares his 
A bent to the truth of every propoſition 
in it, and his conſent to the ſe of every 


more than he himſelf may think lawful, 
yet He certainly does more than this 4 
requires,, and muſt be at ſome pains to 
reconcile it with the intent of the Act 
it plainly declared. You ſhall declare both 
ot your Aßßſent and Conſent to the uſe of all 


things in this Book, ſays the Act qxpreſ- - 


ne ly. No, ſay ſome, Rather than we will 

FA this, we will make a difficulty here, 
and fy that we are required to Conſent 
to one thing, and Aßent to another. By 
'C i what authority, I pray you, can this be 
done: You can plead no foundation for 
this in the intent of the Ad, as far as 
it is declared, becauſe that determines 
one as well as the other, Aſſent as well as 
Conſent, only to the «ſe of the Book. So 
that the Act does not leave you at liber- 


this declaration in your hard Senſe, for, 
| „„ 


words to the «ſe, and the «/e only, injoin- 


thing preſcribd in it, tho he does not do 


ty, if you would never ſo fain, to make 
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SHridęment 


p. 385. 


have the more effect, 


Book, in theſe word E. 
the authority of one ſingle perſon 

thought it reaſonable to confine the _ 
 Pdenvour to "Unlawful enderpour, much 
more muſt they think it * upon 


The Reaſonnbleneſs 


it requires you not to do it, but to give 


both Aßent and Conſent = one thing, e- 
ven the aſe of this "Now We en- 
treat you not to perſiſt in creating more 
difficulties than there feally ard. And 
that what I have Aid 8 this head may 


you 
2 The Example of Dr. Bates, and f- 


dry ether Nonconformnifts, to the number of 


Twenty, who took an Oath that they would 
wot at any time endeavour any alteration in 
the Government either 'in- Chute or 'State, 
as ſoon as ever the Lord Keeper had de- 
clared* openly that by Zvdenrvorr Was 


meant Unlawful Eudeudour. The Lord 


Keeper then did in effect 


Ry thus to them, 


 Tou ſhall Swear that ybu will not unlawfully en- 


deavonr ah ateritibe iy Church or State, in 
theſe words, I will not any time endeavour 
any alteration of the Government either 
in Church or State. And the Act of Uni- 


formity ſays, Tou ſhall declare your Aſoent 


and Conſent 'to the ie of = m— in — 
refore upon 


the 


hall propoſe do 


of CONFORMITY. 


the authority of that 4# it ſelf which re- 
quires this declaration, to apply both A 
ſent and Conſent only to the 2ſe of this 
Book. Ia the one caſe. you have only 
the opinion of one learned Lawyer that 
it was meant ſo, In the other you are left 
at no liberty, but are abſolutely determi- 
ned by the very Parliament that made 
the 44, that it was meant ſo. But I ar- 
gue further, ſuppoſing the Act it ſelf did 
not determine bot h Alu and Canſent to 


the che of the Book, yet 
63. nature, manner, and form of 


T 
all Law-deeds, „ and publick declarations 
require this way of Interpretation, and 


_ condemn the other. This is drawn up ac» 


cording to the mannerofqurLaw in which 
nothing ſo. common as to gather together 

words of. very little or no difference in 
their fignification, and to apply them 
all to one thing. Thus, To give and to 
graut, tho there be ſome ſmall difference 
in their ſigaiſication, to reuounce and abjure, 


and theſe very words Aßent and Canſent, 


with a hundred other different Terms, are 
found to be applied to one and the ſame 
And therefore if the A4 had on- 


ſhall declare that you Fe 
ul f all things in this | Book, 
D 4 17 
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I be Reaſonableneſs 
theſe words, yet I ſhould have thought it 
much more reaſonable from the conſtant 


form of expreſſing ſueh declarations ta 


have applied both words to one thing, 
than to. have argued the contrary way 
from the uſe of two different words. And 
therefore, had not the 4 done it for us, 
we think it needs no evaſion, or diſtinction, 
to determine both 4ſoent and Conſent to the 
uſe of the Common-Prayer Book, to the uſe 
of all things contain d in and preſcrib'd by 
it. But the A has really done it for us. 
Suppoſing therefore that ſome of the 


firſt promoters of this 4# had evil and 


pernicious deſigns, yet ſince it is a moſt 


uſual thing in dur Legal Forms to apply 


two or more werds to one and the lame 
thing, and ſince we are all agreed that 
one of theſe words ought to be applied to 
the «ſe of this Book, I think we may 
without the leaſt violence to the words, 
or our own Conſciences apply them both 
to that only, there being nothing againſt 
ic the AZ ER ST 997 55) 

Having therefore ſhow'd that this 4. 
claration.may fairly and honeſtly be made 
with reſpect only to the »fe of this Book, 
ſuppoſing the Act had not ſo plainly de- 
termined it ; having prov'd from the pra- 
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f CONFORMITY. 
ctiee of ſome eminent men amongſt your 


| ſelves, that if one ſingle perſon of au- 


thority in the State, determines any wordin 
an Oath to one certain ſigniſication, which 
is not ſo plainly determin d to it in theOath 
it ſelf, the Oath may be lawfully taken; Ha- 
"w 3 demonſtrated that this Act 
it ſelf, (the greateſt authority we could 
have) has determin d expreſly both A,, 
ſent and Couſent to the Uſe of this Book, 


and is ſo far from making this declaration 


reſpect the truth of every propoſition in it, 
that it never mentions the thing, but ſays 
in effect what utterly excludes this ſenſe 
of the words; we humbly hope that we 
ſhall not any more hear of fretching our 
Conſciences in this point, and that Tos 
will not continue to maintain prejudices 


41 


againſt this Act, which it gives you not 


the leaſt occaſion to take uß. | 
As for the Subſcription required, I ne- 
ver heard that it was · eſteem d any con- 


ſiderable difficulty, nor do I ſee how it 
can be, if it be explain d according to its 


original deſign, which appears plainly to 
be none but this, that all who miniſter 
in this Church ſhould be under an obli- 
gation" to uſe this Book. Accordingly 


three things they are required to ſubſcribe. 


1. That 
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Nubrics, which da not reſpect, 


. That. the: Beok o C mon Prayer, and 
of ordering Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons 
containeth in it nothing contrary to the ward 
Gd. 2. Flat it may lawfully ſo be uſed, 
3- That they chemſelves will 2 the Form 
in the ſaiu Book preſcribed; in publick Pray- 
er, and adminiſtration of the Sacraments, 
and none other. Whiere it is plain, that 
this Bock is conſiderd only as a Book 


fram d to direct the Behauiour of thoſe 


who officiate in publick, what Prayers 
and what Ceremonies they are to ule, 


_ without having any regard to every parti- 


cular ſentence: — in the Prefaces, or 
or direct 
the Bebavivar of the Miniſfer. I ſay not 
this, berauſe I think there are any ſuch 
ſentences in the Prefaces or Rabricks, 
which are contrary to God's word, for 
know of no ſuck: but only becauſe ] 


am perſuaded: this was the original de- 


ſign of the Subſcription. Nay; — few 
ſentences not relating to the uſe of the 
Miaiſter, which you except againſt, can- 
not be t contrary to Gad's word, 
even by you who think them not true: 
for granting them faiſe, I do not ſee how 
hey enen m thing in the: Ts 
PR * D e otlnegr ule 


{ 
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of CONFORMITY. 
I have been the more concern d upon 


the matter of this declaration and ſabſeri- 


ption, becauſe (though I am convine'd 
that it is a great crime for any one to 
profeſs his ſenſe of any thing in words 
not conſiſtèent with it, Ft on the o- 
ther hand) I am ſo far from thinking it 
4 a [ _ 2 but — it a 

ing of very ill conſequence, and a piece 
of publick diſſervice, to deal very hard- 
ly with declarations and ſubſcriptions,” to 
ſtretch them beyond what the original 
deſign of them, or the words in which 


they are expreſs d, will fairly and honeſt- 


iy bear, in order to make them appear as 


rigid and unreaſonable as poſſible. What 


I think, and hope I have prov d under this 
Head may be reduc'd to this, That the 


declaration of Aßent aud Conſent cannot 
poſſibly be extended to any thing but the 


4e of this Book: and that the ſußſcrip- 


tion concerns this Book, only as it is a 


Book directing the Miniſter what Prayers 
and what Ceremonzes to uſe, and has no 
reference to any thing in it that does not 
concern the Miniſter who is to #ſe it. 
And from hence it follows that whoever 
thinks this Book fit to be uſed in the ſer- 


vice of God, may very fairly make this 
1 | CS  decla- 
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declare they will uſe it. 


The Rea ſonableneſſ 
declaration, and ſubſcription, without put- 
ting a ſtretch either upon the words, or 
upon his own conſcience. And I think 
it cannot be thought unreaſonable that 
all who miniſter in this Church be obli- 
ged to uſe this Liturgy, and publickly to 

I proceed now to examine the Reaſons 
given in Jour names, why you think this 
Subſcription and Declaration unlawful, and 
not to be complied with 

t. The Subſcription and Declaration 
would be an approbation of the Doctrine of 
Real Baptiſmal Regeneration, and certain 
Salvation conſequent thereupon. For, it 
would be an approbation of that Rubric, 
that it is certain by God's word, that 
Baptiz d Children dying before actual ſin 
are ſav d; and it would be an agreement to 
uſe conflantly after Baptiſm a Thankſgiving 
to God, for that it hath pleas'd him to re- 


generate the Infant with his holy Spirit. 


This is your firſt Reaſon. Os 
+ The former part of this relating to the 
Rabric, I deny, having as I think ſhow'd 


before, that both the Declaration and Sub. 


ſcription concern only your «ſe of the 


Book, not your higheſt juſtification and 


commendation of every paint and Syllable, 


every 


F 
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of ConrormMirTy. 45 
every matter and thing, contain d in the 
whole Book, and in every page and line of 
itt. But I need not inſiſt upon this. For 
all the difficulty here is that of a real 
 Baptiſmal Regeneration, and not of Sal- 
vation conſequent thereupon. Suppoſing - 
this, it is true, and you fay the Office 
does ſuppoſe it. But in my opinion, this 
is undoubtedly true, as it was deſign'd a 
part by it ſelf for a general propoſition: 
nor ſhould I ever have call'd it in Que- 
ſtion. For is it not true, and what'eve- 
ry Body doubts not to fay, that Baptiſm 
_ admits perſons into a State of favour with 
Cod? and would any one ſcruple to ſub- 
cribe this truth, becauſe there may be a 
perſon dipt in Water, whom God does 
not accept to Baptiſm 2 I believe not, be- 
cauſe the propoſition ſpeaks only of per- 
ſons duly Baptizd. And, does it not fol- 
low from hence, that if they die with- 
out having done any thing to put em 
out of this State, they ſhall- be ſaved:? 
Lou muſt be ſenſible that there is no want 
of texts to prove the former, and that 
the latter is as plain a conſequence from 
it as one would wiſn. Pray conſider if it 
is not very hard to deal as you do with 
this general Sentence. —— 
9 | f 
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cannot think, if this was ſaid of Baptiz'd 


treety cenſeſt dur ignorance,” and own that 
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The Reaſmablemſs 


there is a great deal of difference between 


theſe two propoſitions, Every individual 


Child, whom the Miniſter receives to Bap- 


tiſm, whether he is a qualified ſulject of Bap- 
tiſm or not, dying after this, without actual 


fin is ſaved, and, Children which are Baptix d 


according to God's word, dying without att u- 
al Hin, are ſaved; and remember that you 
can never prove the words to be incapa- 
ble of this Senſe, or that any other was 
ever intended, or ſo much as thought of 
by thoſe who plac d them here. And 
that you your {elves fometimes under 
ſtand it without reſerence to this Church, 
or this office, is plain from your ſuppoſed 
inſtance which follows. And ſure you 


the preſcriptions of this or any other 
Church, that aby children were intend- 
ed by it. but ſuch as are duly Baptiz'd and 

admitted into the Church according to 
Gods will. Indeed if you demand ſuch 
a text of Seripture for the Suatien of 
{ome whom, you ſay, our Church" ad- 


Mats to gaptiſm, as you produce for their 


damnatiou, weaecknowledge:we thall ne- 
ver be ſollieitaus to produce ene. We 


— 


of CONFORMITY, 
we are fo fooliſh as to think that in the 
Seen Cunmanument, Almighty God, 
neither by Children underſtood farts dy- 
ing before actual fin, nor in the puniſhment 
= S. re of there had the leaſt reſpect 
their condition in another world; nay 
we judge udge it contrary to his nature, and 
is 


declarations, to determine the fu- 


970 eſtate of any perſon by the behavi- 
our of another. If this is all that gbr 
make tbe matter dubiou, I'm fare it may 
be as true a propoſition as ever was laid 
down for all this. And when you can 
ſhow 'that this text ought to be under- 
ſtood either of ſuch Infauts or of the pu- 
 niſhments of another world, I will under- 
take to produce as many as you can de- 
mand for the ſalvation of all Infants. 
What is farther objected is taken from 


fome ſuppoſed Caſes, deſigt d to prove 


that edits to this doctrine it i in the 
power of Men to give Salvation. We muſt 
confeſs that we are utterly at a loſs what 
to ſay to ſueh o 
priz d, when we meet with ſuch diſtant 
and extraordinary ſuppoſitions drawn into 
prove the falſhood of a Dptopalſition fram d 
for a Chriſtian Country, relating only to 
Children Auly baptiz d. But We reply, 


that 


„and utterly ſur- 
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(tho it ſhould be true that the Infants he 


Fexvour, or any diſtemper that kills them 


N * 


The Reaſonableneſs 
that this Salvation depends wholly upon 
God's accepting the perſons (which this 
Rubric obligeth us not to affirm, He does 
in ſuch caſes as you here put) and that 
your ſuppoſed Chriſtian King has no more 
real power of giving ſalvation to Infants 


murthers are ſav d) than a Pagan Hing 
would have, ſhould he conquer a Country 

of good Chriſtians and kill themall imme- 

diately, and yet it may be true that a4 
good Chriſtians are ſav d; or no more than 
every good Chriſtian has the gift of Sal. 
vation in his power when he brings his 


Child to Baptiſm: nay, no more than a 


has the gift of Salvation in its power. 
Give me leave. to tell you that it is ſuch - 
unaccountable objectious as this, the ſtreſs 
that ſeems to be laid upon them, and the 
ſtudy with which they appear to have 
been fought for, that make ſome in the 
world ſo apt to ſuſpect and ſo forward to 
declare, that No agreement can ever be 
But I muſt not forget to ſay ſomething + 
to this Baptiſmal Regeneration which you 
object againſt. - I am ſo little acquainted - 
with the Art of Diſtinguiſhing, that I know - 
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no difference. between a regeneration and 


a real regeneration. If there is a regene- 
ration, 1 think It 1 real, and if there is 


a real regeneration, it is to be aſcribed to 


the Spirit of Cad. And becauſe it always 


appeard to me that whoever was recei- 


ved into the Chriſtian Church by God's 
Miniſter, with Prayers directed by the 
Congregation to a merciful Gud, and with 
ſufficient ſecurity for his good education, 
was duly received and according to God's 
will, 1 never doubted but that God recei- 
ved ſuch to his favour, and heard tlie Pray- 
ers of his People, and approved of their 
2 and becauſe I thought they were 
duly made Chriſtians, Icould not but think 
the Holy Spirit of God reſided in them 
as they were now the Temples of God. The 


Scripture leads us to think thus, and con- 


ſequently to think, that they are regenera- 
ted (in the Scripture-notion of that word) 
as they are enter d into this ne eſtate, aud 
that by the Holy Ghoſt, as they are inti- 
tuled to all his influences and affiſta 


know not of any thing in Scripture ro in- 


duce us to think te 
ue do.not. ſepatite uber St. Poo! Inch 
jined;itogother, "the b of ) 
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tion, and renewing of the Holy Ghoſt, Tit. 
3. FJ. in ſpeaking of the whole Chriftian 
Chnrch. '. Bat: we can hardy perſuade 
our Kluvs chat you believe as yu 
when you ſuy, your Reaſon for not con- 
curring with us in this, is, Jor fear of con- 
eribudingito-the baredning of careleſs men in 
the: opiniun rbur they are wegonerate, and 
rena un funbber varr. We on the ebntra 
ry thin tlie point 3 us u _ 
ſuaſie argument to theigreateſt cure 
diligence: ) For if men were regererateed 
2 4 #hly Ghoſh and made th Temples 
{Godby Baptiſm, how much does it con- 
25 
m Gon, or drive N 
theme And in this we flatter our fel ves 
thut we imitate St. Pan, and the eher 
Apolites, who in their writings have ſaid 
this vg thing, De, the glorious things 
unaginabls: ofeſſed Baptixd Chri- 
bias n 3 er never Vought 
them anencouragemett to eurity, but al- 
ways inftted on Them ds the pro pereſt ur- 
githentsroitheipreatelt cave aud Biſigenoe. 
Acht wouſd be :warth wohnte 0 enquire, 
hrt ume objetwns:dbtordpen- 
grinſt wum St. Nνẽ,ſu of B 47 
Saen, bs »» "7 
ſwys of them. 2 
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f Controitnar v. 
The: only difficulty here, 4s I think, is 


F refufing:the Children of In- 


meſt — Sinners, pro- 


fidels, or 


vided they bade butt. ſponſout's, us you ex- 


preſs it. Now this ofſioe of our Church 
was certainly fram d for a Chriſtiun Coun- 
try, a Country where all were profeſſed 


Chriſtians and reſpects the Children of 


ſuch. And; us for thoſe erraordinury Ca- 
ſer in which our Churob is ſuppoſed to al- 
low Baptiſm, where is the great fatilt, and 
ſequence of thinking, 
that, if any perſotis ſolemnly undertake 
the good * Chriſtian education of æ 
Cui, they have hereby a ſufficient right 


hat t reaſon to receivethe aut, 
that God will of his infinite mercy in re- 
gard to their Prayers and good defigns 
look erte him? I fay, where 
is the crime of thinking this? what great 


2 Chriſtianity, what prerept of 


doth this contradict : But 1 
rin not that Baptiſm may not, accord - 
ing to the Charch of be denied 
tothe Children of Htheifts, Jewr, Tufidels 
bc. Eon the fre ſuppoſes a iv 


vis 


ſm, with- 
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plain that this is not truly and fairly re. 
preſented, but expreſs d fo as beſt ſerves 


5 | TheiReaſontblene ſs" 


for the Children of Profeſſed Chriſtians, 1 


account the 1 of Chriſtianity 3 in 
their Parents ſufficient to entitle them 
to Baptiſm; as I find, in the Apoſtle's days 5 
the Prefe Mon only of Faith in Cbriſt (& 

ther ſincere or not) was ſufficient to cart 
tle any to it. To proceed, 

\ 2. The Second Ohection againſt. this 

Ader, Conſent, and Subſcri , is this, 
that they extend to the uſe" Godfathers 
and Godmothers in Baptiſm, to the Exclaſf- 
on of Parents. But here we muſt com- 


to raiſe and encreaſe the averſion of the 
people to our Church. We deſire yo 


to conſider, whether the Parents are not 


to provide theſe ſponſours; whether the 


Parents, in providing what the Church 
thinks requiſite, and offering their Chil- 
dren to Baptiſm, with this ſecurity for 


their good education; do not truly and 
roperly themſelves devote their Chil- 


dren by Baptiſm to God, whether chis is 


not their own act and deed as much as if 
_ hadino \ſponſonrs 3 whetlier any Chri- 
an may not engage hirnſelf ſolemnly 


ar the good education of another, a 
whether. -his-own n does 255 
701 — | | give 


* of 'Conr ORMITY, 
give him right ſufficient todo this; whe- 


ther the Parents on act, where there are 


Parents, in offering the Child to Baptiſm, 


and providing theſe ¶ponſours in order to 


it, is not ſuppoſed in the Office, and con · 


ſequently whether their Faith (in all or- 
dinary Caſes) is not the ſuppoſed ground 


of the Childs Baptiſm (according to our 
Church) as the Country is Chriſtian, and 


as the Parents are required to provide for 
their Children theſe ſponſours; and laſt- 


ly, whether the groſſeſt abuſe of an in- 
. e which if it were but duly re- 
garded would be moſt uſeful, is a ſuffi- 
cient argument againſt the inſtitution it 


ſelf. Now, if the Parents are to provide 
theſe S ponſours, why ſhould it be urg d 


that they are not requir d to be choſen 
with due Care, when this certainly will 


be proportionable to the care and con- 


cern the Parents themſelves have for their 
Children, and if they have none, how will 


the matter be mended 1 the 


Parents, without the Sponſours? And we 


imagine, that if you had been as diligent 
in finding out uſeful Canons, as thoſe you 
account ſo liable to exception, you would 
have ſeen one that ſhows, that they-who 
require God:fathers and God-mothers,: re- 
$51.8 E 3  *___quue 
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that we. cannot plainly diſcern how the- 


| The Reofotablnieſs 
quire ** that none ſhould be admitted 
as ſuch, before they buve rerriued the bo- 
y Communion, and therefore ought not to 
be repreſented as if they had over Set 
manner of care about this; Sur op- 
wide door to the Profuni this. Sammy, 
We confeſs our ſelves'T6' Thort-lighted 


method of our Charch' tends: to the Pro- 


faning this Ordinance, more * the ad- 
miniſtring it without 5p 


In the 


next place, If rheſe Parents, inp 
what 'the' Church requires, in offeris 
Children to Baptiſm, with $, ſours, d 
ciently aud: Heerde teſtiſe ow 
to devote their Childrew to God; "md this 

devoting them in this way in thrir-oun A, 

We defire to know with what juſtice the 
Church'is taxed withijuHing Parents out of 
their right, and the - incenſed +> 
gainſt © by ſuch Phraſes as theſe, as a- 
gainſt an unnatural and cruel oppreſſdur? 
Again, Tf the Faith ef the Parents I 
ordinary Oiſes and their providing" 

— themſelves, an ug their 
Children to Bap 


eri 
rim with theſe; is ppoſedt 
#y our Church, 5 — 


of the-adwitts ation ef this' rite Ara Obr+- 
e e ds n 
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tain d and fix'd upon the Chateh, as if it 
were the plein geclaration and profeſſed 
doAriite of it? Again, If it i agreeable 
to th Chriftian Religion, that a Chrifiam 

ay folemuly take upon him the good:educa- 
of aw Infant, what need'is there of a natu- 
ral right or Poſitive Law? and how comes 


gainſt a awful, I may ſay, a eommendable 
action? Laſt of all, 1f the groſſeſt abuſe of 
an inſtitut ibm in it fel eu (as we take 
this to be) i not 4 fuſiciens argument a 


toy dur ſelves by arguing from tie re. 

lefinefs of God fathers ht the uſ& of 
them at all? Were all the Miniſters in the 
Land forgetful of their Min;feri4} Obli. 
gations, would it therefore follow'thatit 


was not a uſeful thing for them publickly 


to on tkeſe o ons when they were 
made Minifters > Did all — their 
Baptiſmal Covenant in your way prove 


the moſt' careleſs and ſinful Men after- 


wards, wotild you acknowledge the thing 


it ſelf ulelels, or lay it aſide? yet in this 


_caſ& it might be fd, they were brought to 
avouch a great untrath in the fare of God 
an his Church. For you can no more 
prove chat they are ſincere, than we can 
E 4 that 


the want of theſe to be an Gbjection a. 


gainſt the inſiitution; what do you propoſe 
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dens advantage. Good Parents can ner 
ver take advantage from this inſtity- 
tion to be unnatural, and careleſs of their 


that God-fathers are, at the time when 
they ſolemnly profeſs themſelves: as if 
they were. But above all, it is ver hard 
that You ſhould ſpeak here, as if this en- 


courag d Parents in a careleſsneſs about 


their Children, or as if the Church took 
off any part of their zur from them, by 


providing more effectually for their Chil- 


Children: Bad Parents. may, but then 
they would have been as careleſs without 
it, and their Children in a much worſe 
condition. And though we bewail the 
little regard many God-fathers. have to 
the ſerious part of their Office (with- 


aut thinking this an argument againſt the 


— - 


Church) yet we hope there are ſome ſo 


L 


ſenſible. of their obligations, that they 


omit no opportunity of doing their du- 


ty 


20 The Third, Fourth, and Fifth Rea- 
ſons why you cannot conform as Mini- 


fters, are, becauſe this Aſent, Conſent and 
Subſcription would oblige you to deny Bap- 
tiſm to ſuch as bad not Sponſours, tho they 
bad a real right to that Ordinance; and 
to the Children of ſuch as would not 1 

Z 


f CONFORMITY. 


them to be fign d with the tranſient ſignof the 


Croſs; and to deny the Communion to ſuch 
as would not receive it Kneeling. 1 put 
theſe three together, becauſe they come 


under the common Head of Terms of Cm 


union, and Impoſit ions, againſt which 
your zeal ſeems chiefly to lye; and be- 
cauſe the argument: manag'd under theſe 


Heads is not ſo much deſign d againſt the 


things themſelves, as againſt the making 
them Terms of Communion, the lawfulneſs 
of which I ſhall now. conſider; and fo re- 
move, if I can, | thoſe objections here 
brought againſt it. Only, becauſe you 
have advanc'd ſomething againſt the »/e 
of the Croſs in Baptiſm, as well as againſt 
the . it, I muſt take ſome notice 
of that firſt, and then I ſhall come to the 
matter of Impoſttio unn. 
All your Argument againſt this is at 
laſt reſolved into theſe three; that this 
ſeemeth to be a new Sacrament, that it 
looks. as if Baptiſm were not a ſufficient 
Bond without this, nay, at laſt we find it 
expreſs d thus, that though the Church 


hath declared this ſign to be in toten 
the perſon ſhall not be aſhamed &c. yet 


ſince the generality are apt to underſtand 
it, that in vertue and power of this fign the 
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The | Redfonablanie | 
perſon. ſhall not be aſltam d; Jou ure mor 
concur in giving orcaſſon knowingly of ſuch a 
miſc under to the vulgar and mnjudi> 
cious, But give us leave to examine what 
is here objected more carefully. One 
reaſon then againſt it, is, that yon dare not 
comeur in giving an ocraſron of fach a miſts 
derſfanding' to the vulgar aud injudicious; 
Yow ver not uſe the words in obs. be- 
exuſe they may be apt to think you do not 
mean in toten of ſomething fignitied; but 
in vertue and power of the ſign it fell. 
Now what end of our differences can we 
ever hope for, if ſuch methods are taken, 
if, when there is no reaſon againſt a thing, 
what is acknowledp'd to Sek anmreafon- 
able ſhall be made an objection againſt i it, 
by rhoſe very perſons who in many o- 
ther caſes do themſelves knowingly give 
occaſiorr of vnc unllerſtauding to perſons 
ſome what more judicious than thoſe who 
can underſtand words in a ſenſe, "which 
it is impoſiible they ſhould be meant in? 
F could give many more inſtanees, but I 
wilt 3 but one. Dare you not con- 
cur in Oxcaftonal Communion, becauſe fome 
of the Vulgar and imjudicions, You very 
well know, have fad dia erdigs a- 
12255 it? If you dure, why do you he. 
ere, 


of 'Tonronn try. 
here; us if Tan dur d. von concur if this for 
that one Reafon* which we cannot be- 
lieve; till we ſee you omit all orher things 
which-you your ſelves thinlaſir or proper, 

for the fame reaſon: But while you uſe 
our ſervice thus, we imagine you have 
done it ſome credit; by! granting as you 


here do, That they are imuclicibus per- 


ſons who cam underſtand” by the words 
here usd, that any graer is ſuppoſed by 
the Church to be'wrovght by this ſign, 
or the uſe of it; thar the words muſt be 


be made out of them, and eonſequently 
that they muff be injudicious perſons that 
can think this a ne Sucrrament. 


s Shows 


"that #t looks as if Baptiſm, 
Chyift 


appointed #, were not efteentd'a a 


Bond ſiſßrientiy firm and. Nong. Not by 


us, who' have declared in exprefs and 
iche, würd that Baptiſm i i compleat with- 
out ib, and the Infant a Chriſtian as much 
before as after (it Befides, We imagine 
that ſuchꝭ an objection: * this, a8 ſtrong, 
and as concluding may be made apainſt 
you, or any who: ene s at Baptiſm, 
_on adminiſter it with the 24100 of the 
kalt cireuntance to the primitive inſti- 
rution 


flood Before auy ſich thing can 


Another argument againſt the # e of | 


59 


RP AND 
8 — = — £3 =% = — — . — — 4 "= ed — % 
Stag = — % A . - — - 
- TER ne 
— n — ————— vat E . ³˙¹¹mAA A 6 Saas, - ad" 
A ; 
* 
: 
\ 


n | 


The Reaſonableneſe - 
tution. For all this. Ions a if Baptiſm, at 
Chriſt had appointed it, were eſteem d not 
ſufficient to entitle the Infant to the fa- 
vour of God, or to the purpoſes for 
which it was inſtituted. You know it 
is ſufficient without one Prayer, and yet 
this is no objection to you againſt the 
uſe of Prayers at ſuch a Solemnity. _ 
Another objection againſt it is, that it 


ſeemeth a new Sacrament, added to Chriſt's. 


But, if it only ſeemeth fo, and if the words 
muſt be miſ-· underſtood before it ſeemeth, 
ſo (as you here grant) then we account 
it very unjuſt for you to aſſiſt in perplex-' 
ing this cauſe, and to advance arguments 


to prove what you think your ſelves, 


they do not prove. Now, What is a S2. 
crament?.. You fay, It i an outward and. 


ville fign, of an inward and, ſpiritual 


grace Ge. Let it be ſo, and by this let any 
one judge between us. The words in the 
Common-Prayer Book I interpret thus, We 

receive thus Child into the 8 | of | 


Chri/f's, Flock, as one who is now a Bap- 
tizd Chriſtian ; and, as ſuch, do /ign him 
with the ſign of the Croß, to ſignify that as 
he is a Chriſtian, and conſequently a Ser- 
vant of Him who died upon the Crqf, 
He is obliged never to be aſhamed of the 


Faith 


of \ContorRMITY. 
Faith of Chrift crucified, but to glory in 
it amidſt all the ſcorns the | profeſſion 
of this Religion can expoſe Him to. I 
am not apprehenſive that here is any con- 
ſtraint put upon the words, nay, they ap- 
pear to me to be incapable of any other 
meaning. The things to be conſidered 
here are, not ſo much the fig» of the Crof 
it ſelf, as the figning the Infant with that 
i (for that it is that was deſign'd to 
betoken what follows) and the thing fig- 
nified by that fig»ing of the Infant, which 
is, that, as He is a Baptiz d Chriſtian, He 
is obliged to profeſs manfully the faith of 
Chriſt crucified. Now, as far as I can ſee, 
Here is not the leaſt tittle of grace attri- 
buted to the „ga of the Croſs, or to the fign- 
ing of the Infant with it. For the thing 
ſignified by: this ¶guing the Child with the 
croſs, is not as you lay, Chriſt crucified, with 
the Benefits of his croſs (tho what the Ca- 
non ſays may be true, that under the 
name of the Croſs in Holy Scripture they 
are often ſignifi d, which is quite a diſtinct 
conſideration) but the rene by 
it is, that the Infant is a Chriſtian Bap- 
tiz d, and as ſuch the diſciple of a Cruci- 
fied Saviour. Nor is the Inage of the 
croſs appointed to ori this grace. By way of 
ANIL 9 a ; | ; 


exciting 
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The: Reaſanableneſs > 
exiting Meiler. For no rade is at- 
tributed to it. Nor is he Hg he dufant 
with this figs appointed to wont an y grace, 
but only to fignify: that the Infand, as 4 
Chriſtian, is obligedotiu and wor. 
ſhipa Cruciſi d Saviour mi and con- 
ſtantly. And what is here fla New Sacna- 
ment in your own ſenſe of the word? Here 
is indeed an unt, and wiſible gu, but 
not a of as. inan um! ſperitnaligrace, 

not pretended. to be ordained by Qbrafh, 
b an the leaſt meant, 129 4 ma 
whereby we.teceive:any grace, br, a pledge 
to aſſerewus thereof. Go from the Come 
mus · Nrayer Book to the Canon, explan it 
as Tigidhy.as- poſſible, ſo as to mabe it 
| oontratlict it ſelf, and the moſt naturaſ 
meaning of che words in dur ſer vice and 
after all, Tam ſure it is impoſſibit to malee 
out this charge. And after this, I hall 
only ask one Queſtion, whether * 
think in your conſciences, / that any Re- 
ſonmed Divines, either of tis Church, or 
any other, with whom you agree in your 
notions about a Sacrament, would ever 
have began, or maintain d, a churge a- 
gainſt the Church of Rome for making 
Mew \Sacrambnts, upon ſuch a foundation 
As you 6 * the 


w * Church 


* 


f Qu oKMIt v. 


Church of England > Had they only. ee 
new Sacraments, Had the riuiii,j] on- 
ly miſuenſtood their ce i and built 
their reafonings upon ſuch miu] am. 
mugs, Had the Romaniſts by public Acts. 
aud by all the writers thar — this 
ſubject; declared that tho they uſed an 
external fignificant ceremony, yet they at- 
tributed no. grace to it, nothing w hichei- 
ther they, or their adverſaries waa 
to à Sarrament, which of our Reformers 
would have continued to have tax d them 
with this? which of them would have ſol- 
licitoufly drawn up ſome obſcure and al- 
maſt unintelligible arguments againſt ſuch 
proof on the contrary ſide? which of them 
would not have been glad to have drop't 
ſuch à charge upon ſuch plain proof? 
which of them would have argued againſt 
the wie of one liꝛtle part of their publick 
ſervice which only concerns. the Minis 
fter;ibecaule the i#judicious will interpret 
_ a word in a ſenſe of which gudicious men 
ſay it is ker Not _— Ty 
believe. zune 9 5 
Aud HA vannet agr ge. With 
theſe Reaſons a nt ale t . i 4 
l Church, 


it is pH dur 
de wer chintt it ficient 
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tal neglect of it, that we may witneſs our 
diſlike and deteftation of the vanity of the 
Papiſts herein. We imagine that we wit 
neff our diſlike and deteſtation of the Super- 
Aition of the Papiſts' by neglecting that 
uſe of it they plead for, by reducing it 
to a ſober and ſingle act, by guarding it 
from all poſſibility of Idelatry. and Saper- | 
flition, by making it wholly: different 
from what it is amongſt them. And 85 
are unwilling to give them ſo great an 
advantage againſt us, as we veril y think { 
it would be, if we ſhould, in re J 
from them, not only reject and condeing. 

the abuſe of a thing, but the thing i it 
ſelf merely becauſe. they uſe it aſter a ſu :-: 
perſtitious manner. We are of opinion 

that this principle hath been the cauſe of 
great deformities, and irregularities in 
the Church; and when it is obſerv'd, 
that we run from a Cuſtom, or a poſture, 
or a ceremony, not becauſe it 452 likely 
now to be abuſed, but becauſe. the Papiis 
have uſed it in a ſuperſtitious manner, 
not only the Papiſts but others are apt 
to think, That it is Humour, and not 
Reaſon that directs! us. 1 — 
it more reaſonable to.; in upon an inno- 
cent uſe of⸗ſomething ee 
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leſt we ſhould encourage a principle as 
ſuperſtitions as their practice, and a prin» 
ciple that hath led fo many already to ne 

lect »/eful things without any reaſon; 
than to take away the ſe of it wholy; 
becauſe they uſe after an ill manner. In 
a word, We think that the reaſon why it 
was ever uſed amongſt Chriſtians is not ſo 
wholy ceaſed; but that it may till be u- 
ſed once in this ſolemn act of Religion. 
We think that we have always teſtifyd 
our diſlike of the Papiſts, in every thing 
in which they are departed from the Goſ- 
pel, as effectually as any of our Brerhren 
of whatſoever denomination, and much 
more reaſonably than thoſe who have 
run from the extreme they are in to an · 
other. We cannot anſwer to our ſelves 
the condemning of a thing merely becauſe 
the Papifts uſe it after another manner. 
We hope we have taken ſuch care, that 

iĩt is almoſt impoſſible that the uſe of this 

ſign, as we retain it, ſhould miniſter to/do- 
latry or Superſtition, and, upon the whole, 
we ſee not that any of theſe arguments 
ſhow that it may not lawfaly be uſed. f 
Having thus conſider d what I find of- 
ferd againſt the u/e of God. ſatberp, and 
the «ſe of the Croſs - Baptiſm, and find- 
1 | = 
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ing nothing -alledg'd againſt knee/zug at 
the- Communion, but rather a great deal 
tor it, cms Budo kappa? 

up the greate terrible part of 
yaur. charge, and that is the impoſitiun 
of theſe things, the making them Terms 
of Commuziov, Which you call, @ mani - 
feſt encroachment upon the Kingly Power 
of viir Navin, a mating New 7erms 4 
Communion, 'a contraclicting Chriſt " 
pointed: Ferms, a uſing. that power 10 
fruition ,> which, mas given to be ufed to 
Salication. With what juſtice you have 
ſa hard thoughts of the Church of ug. 
baud in this particular, I ſhall:now freely 
examine; wiſhing you could be as im- 
partial in eonfidering what can be offer d 
in defence of i as you have been ſol - 
kcitous in drawing up this accuſation: a+ 
gainſt it.. What I have to ſay on this 
1 ſhalt be 1 ches ma a. 
A. Ehierhe 40 a are the Go+ 
mernours of the Church, have authority to 
erder ſuch —_— as; theſe which you ſo 


grie lain of. 11 1817 Vet 
vi, 2. Til e. cub foe nothing agiinſ 
this in e r Chapter ta thek. 
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of CONFORMITY. 
3. That Mr. Baxter's praftice, and 
the; praitice of the Independents is for 
Impofitions. Thekdn @afderations Will, 
J think, contain a ſufficient anſwer. to 
alk chat hath been objetted on this ac 


& 9147 
— Nair 
the Biſbos 


preſeribi theſe things which ate ſo griev- 
auſly complain d of : This authority 
we ay, they have, as they reotived 
the care of, the Charch from their Pres 
deceſſours; as they are obliged to take 
the moſt eſſectual methods for the pre- 
ſervation of Order and Decency in the 
publick worſhip of God; and as it reſults 
from the nature of all Sqrzeries, that the 
Goutrrours of them ſhould have a power 
of ordering what ſeems to them moſt 
for the beauty, and advantage of _ 
that they ſhould be the judges of 
vrhat conduces to this end, and ſhould 
have a title: to the obedience of the peo- 
ple under their care, in whatever does 
net tontradict the Lamt of that Society 
dy Which they ate all to be governed. 
Nar de I find but 2 would have 
joined wah them, in the impoſing and 
preſchihing ſame; things. Now then, if 
Inndhem thut the I CE 
526i hen may 


have ui 60 
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may be fram d againſt preſertbing thoſe 
things which you could have complied 
with, that are brought in your names - 
gainſt thoſe other things which give yo ſo 
much offence,” this Tſhatl account a good 
argument to you, that the Biſhops' have 
authority to preſcribe in the one caſe as 
well as the other. I inſtance in their 
preſcriptions: about Time, Place, and Li- 
turgy. For this particular tine and place 
in excluſion to all others, are not abb. 
lately neceſlary, and ſome honeſt men 
will pretend they are ſhut out from Com. 
munion by impaſing them. And, as for a 
publick Liturgy, That vou your ſelves 
think it auneceſſary, is plain from your 
not uſing one in the Puulict Worſnip of 
God; that you think it lawful to join 
with thoſe Governours who' impoſe one, is 
plain from your declaring; your readineſt 
to comply with our Common? Prayer, were 
it alter d as you would have it. And 
now let us conſider, if this is not exact. 
ly parallel to to the caſe before us. Who- 
ever will not have his Child haptiz u with 
fuch. Prayers at the time of Baptiſm, is as 
much excladedas he that ſtruples to have 
it baptiz d becauſe xlie gu of the Cra is u. 
ſed after Bantiſm: He that refuſes to com · 
n | 1 4 municate 


of \ CONFORMITY, 


municate with us, becauſe the Miniſter uſes | 


this Form of. Prayer-at the:Communion, is 
as much excluded as He that reſuſes to 


communicate with us, becauſe He muſt 


kneel.” As many an honeſt man may ſeru- 
ple the que. o many an honeſt man may 
cruple the other. If an honeſt man may 
be excluded for ſerupling the one, why 
not for ſcrupling the other? If Regularity 
and Decency may in this caſe be prefer d 
before the ſatisfaction of the ſeruples of 

norent and-injudicious.tho' honeſt men, 


that excluding a man ſuppoſed to be an ho- 
neſt 1 for his ſcruples is a moſt unpar- 
donable and intolerable crime in a Church: 
But, to be more particular, ſuppoſing 
the Liturgy were made according to your 
minds, and you ſhould comply with this 
impoſitien, which you were ready to do, 


We deſire you to conſider, if they who 


ſtill thought fit to remain Nonconformiſts, 


might not read this ſame ſevere Lecture 


againſt you, and give in theſe ſame rea. 
ſons for their Nouconformity. e dare 
not cauſeleſiy deprive Souls of viſible Chri- 


ftianity for want of an humane, unneceſſary. 


if vos corrupt invention, We dare not make 
a.Covenant, ta rob Se the ue 
TT e 


* 6 1 
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a, why is it urged as an infallible truth, 
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to this, becauſe we dare not confer: 


; 4 wag * 
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viſible members for uothing, aud 'configh 
thoſe over to ibe eee merries v, 
God, whom He (we well know) is reddy fo 
receive as Fs: and ſo' concur in ſerti 
the will and advice'of Mau againſt 
ho ſaid Forbid them not, and uur angry 
wirh thoſs who ſorbad them to come to 
him. Might not one of them thus eu 
preſs himſelf, as well as one of you? 
Shall a Miniſter dare 10 withold ſo much 
god from, and endeavour fo wich 'ovil 
to, the ſouls of poor Infams,''in ' apy 
them their Chr adde. merely ups. 
count of Jome acceſſorier, and forupled" ub. 
cidents, iwvented, and impoſed by mam, aud 
rot af all of the Eſſenes' 'of Baptiſm it ORs 
De. p. 510. and might nor they argue 
as you do p. 513. We dare COD 
. 1% | 


tering the terms 'of Chriſt Cue, 
and Sacrament, and to comtraditt. 2 „ ee: 

fundamental laws, Baptize, ſaith Chiſt. 
all that are made Libs les, — rer 
pent and believe, No, fd the Church 
of Ergland, Baprize none that ate propes'd, 
thy' they have al that" is weceſſary to male 


them ;he diſciples" of OhMyr,* unleſs they; ar 


rheir Parents wilt ſulmin 15'#he\ uſe of this 
Projer ar the lime of 
| — 


of Goon roy. 


Baptiſin,” This #5. a a eucroachment 
pon the Hin F of dur Saviour, in 
mating new Ms of Communion, which 
we dare not ear it; u turning the Keys 
2 whom Chriſt is ready to receive 
2 poſitive rejecłing ſuch as He requires 
hs to Raptixe. 42 this (as light as the 
Church takes of it, and they who can 
jeyn with the Church in this) 7 in our e. 
Hes, a fin of an high nature, and 'fo would 
n CODER Fu to it fr. 
- The" fame may be faid with reſp eck 
to a Particular Form of Prayer at the tits 
of the adriffhiftration of the Holy Commu- 
tion: for à perſon who ſcruples joining 
in that, is as much excluded from the 
| Communion, as He who ſcruples Aneeling. 
=_ 1 add farther, Suppoſing the Govers 
nouts of the Ghireh appoint he Moving 
as the particular time for the receiving 
the Hoy Sacrament; and forhe ſhould 
ſcraple this (as it has actually happ . 
ed) we deſite you would conſider 
ther the fame arguments may not be 1 
ſed againſt the ip this (which yet 
ou approve of) as you here rode 
b ing with the Church that 
oſes Tab, f. 514. Fot may. not 
they who ſhould 7 to cheſe _ 
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lous perſons thus apologize for their Nor 


conformity? We. dare not conſent to this, 
becauſe this is a depriving Chriſt's members 
of their right, an uſurpation upon mens con- 


ſeicaces, and a tearing the Church by divi- 


ding engines; becauſe this would be obliging 
our ſelves. to deny. the Communioy to the 


| peopl e, an the account of their not daring 


to go againſt the inſtitution of Chriſt, the 
practice of bis Apoſiles and the primitive 

univerſal Church, to deny the Communion 
to ſuch as the Holy Ghoſt hath required us 
to receive to it: and becauſe this is au im- 
Poſing on the Church things antecedently un- 
wecefſary upon the higheſt penalty, viz: 
Excluſion from Communion ; a croſſing that 


great rule of Charity, 7 Iwill have mercy 


and not ſacrifice; and a uſing that power 
to Deſtruction, which was given to be uſed 
to Edification Even 1 ef us, who can- 


not charge the celebration of the Sacrament 


in the morning as finful, are yet aſraid of ex- 
cluding fn 22 an 2 wich by 
reaſon it is far from being ſo neceſſary a mat- 
ter, but that the Church, and the due 
adminiſtration of the Sacrament may be 
preſervd without it. And wit bal, Perſons 
migbe have à very good reaſon to be back- 
ward to yield to the altering of that Time 
= POET 72 , 5 g | | at 


at which our Saviour inſtituted this Rite : 


aud to be ſhy of ſeeming to Symbolixe 
with Idolaters, in celebrating it at that 
time which it is well known ſome. have choſe, 


* 


themſelves; which the diſclaim d by the 


ed.. | J upon 
Searching Church. hiſtory find, or fancy, that 
He finds, that the time of Celebrating the 


terpreted.. Suppoſe a man - ſhould 


0 on. . was never, determind to the 
Morning till the Doctrine of Tranſubſtan- 
tiation was eſtabliſhed; this alone (tho' He 
ould have nothing farther to allege) 
might be a valid reaſon for his being ſby 
of that time. But for Miniſters to en. 


ter into any ſuch Combination as to be obli- 


ged to tell ſuch men, when defiring the Com- 
munion at the Evening, Truly, while 
you are under this Scruple, tho l may 


Pity you for your weakneſs, yet I cant 


own you for Chriſtians, this we think 
hard, and cannot comply. with. All theſe 


things may be ſaid againſt this, or any o- 


ther preſcription not abſolutely neceſſary 


to the being of the Church, or to the 


due adminiſtration of Chriſt's 'ordinan- 
ces; and the ſame accuſation ſtands againſt 


them, and againſt thoſe who ſhould ap- 


prove them. hat 


ent of too much weneration to the elements 
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What Tobſetve upom this, is, that you 
your ſelves gratit by this, that the Govers 
#0urs of the Church have aathority to in. 


e ſome unneceſſary this 4 that it is not 
autetede 


N e br be cal ew ee te 
dealt with after this manner "ons . 
potion of their ſcruples; and that t 
ts which hold as well again ; 
cheſe impoſitions von ſay yd — ; 
comply with, as againſt. thoſe you fity 
yon cannot, are not ſo plain, and (6'de- 
monftrative, that a wiſe" man dught k 
found a matter of ſuelf conſequence as 
4 feparation from a ſetrled Church upon 
them. For thus the caſe ſeems to me to 
_— You grant that the — of 
urch may impoſè a Liturgy, a 
ſer ide the Time for performit Religions 
__ for you would jon with them in 
e pier and —— not /epa- 
Gowns rom the Church in order 70 ie 
Agaluſt thefe Tee ere The a — 1 
500 urge 492 complying wit 
ther impoſitions do appear to aha 
as ftron ly againſt your complying with 
theſe. ) ih. I think it follows un- 
e that you ought to be as wil- 


ling 


of ConvoriTy. 


ling to comply with the other as wit li 
theſe 5 to acknowledge the power of the 
Governours in the other as well as theſe ; 
to withiſtand a Separation founded upon 
tho impoſition of the other, as you would 
do one feunded upon the [impoſition of 
_ theſe ; and not to inveigh ſo bitterly a- 
ozinſt' what you have allowed and approv- 
ed of, in caſes exactly parallel, as far as 
your arguments are concerned; for it 
| — be more againſt your conſciences 
to join in i ng the other upon the 
People,” than to join in inipoſing theſe. 
Theſe arguments if they prove any thing; 
prove too much, and eee they prove 
nothing. Now ſince theſe are the only 
arguments you oduee againſt the im- 
poſitions in the Church of England, we 
thinks oaght to be a uſfleient 7 fatisfaction 


to your Queſtion; ' What "authority art 1riigmen 
theſe: things" preſcribed * "to" anſwer, by p. 164. 


the ſame authority by which you ac- 
knowledge the Goveryours of the ooh 
may preferibe ſome other things, again 
which the very fame dr cfull objections 
and we argue, that if in one caſe, 
che Goverwours ought not tobe abuſed and 


inveigh'd againſt, for the groundleſs ſcru- 


ples of the people, certain 


in others alſo, 
_ * oe 
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ence ſhould ſometimes be preach d to the 
people, rather than a violent lecture con- 
ſtantly read againſt their Paſtourß; and 
that you ,onght ſometimes to conſider 
whither theſe principles tend on which 
this terrible invect ive againſt impofitions ĩs 
funded. A 31 CJ N 15 nn 

Nou, whatever is thus order d, be: 
comes a. Term of Communion. One par- 
ticular Time, appointed, the Liturgy pre- 
ſeribed, become Terms ef Communion; and 
New Terms of Communion, in as much as 
Chriſt made them not fo; and wmecfſary. 
Terms of Communion, in as much as neither 
a ſet form in excluſion to free, prayer is 
ſo neceſſary, in your opinion, but that the 
great ends of Chriſtianity may be ſerv d 
without it, and much leſs the appoint- 
ment of one hour of the day in exeluſion 
.t another as agreeable to the natur & of: 
the Sacrament. Yet theſe you are ready to 
comply with; from whence Icollect, that 
you do not eſteem it ſo great a ſin to 
make neu, unneceſſary Terms of Communion. 
as people may be apt to think from your 
writings; or to preſcribe things antece- 
denily unneceſſary under the penalty of a 


* 2, $ % 
N. 


& . 


Communjon without them, nay, that it is 
your opinion that Obedience to the Ga: 


Vernours 


of ConronniTy., 

vernours of the Church is reaſonable in ſuch 
caſes, and conſequently that a Separation 
founded upon an abhorrence of ſuch pre 
_ feriptions\ (call then impoſit ious, or New 
Terms of Communion, or Terms that contra- 
dict the Terms Chriſt ſettled, or tran. 
greſffaus of the law of Charity, or what you 

pleaſe) e nded and urreaſon- 
f able ſeparation. "i ard names alter nat the 
nature of )tbings, and for all the hard 
names beſtowd upon theſe: preſcriptions 
you do not like, I cannot imagine them 
any more contrary to the will of Chriſt, 
or the nature of his Religion, than thoſe 


which you could have approv'd of, and 


on which you beſtow no hard word. 
From what hath been faid I think it is 
plain, that thoſe Governours of the Church 
do not ſin, or uſe the power given them for 
edification to deſtruction, who do not clog 


the inſtitutions of Chriſt with trouble- 


ſome and manifold impoſitions; who 


ſelf reaſonable and becoming, what is the 


gteateſt ſecurity to Religion, and the der 


cencies of publick Worſhip; who have by 
 publick declarations: prevented, and an : 
ſweredd all the objections that the ſcrupu- 
lous are apt to entertain againſt them. 


It 


preſcribe what they eſteem to be in it 
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It is plain that, according to your ſelves, 
in the Caſe of s Lirurgy, the Scruples at 
the numbers that think it a ſiti to jn 
with one are not to direct the Gauærmourt 
in their preſcriptions," or to over · ballance 
weight ier reaſons; Here then you do not 
ſeem to think thee chargeable with rhe 
il conſequences of fuch-a: command r 
the command: umlaute ful becauſe it quillex- 
clade ſo many from Ci C,. 
And e think, that all the argu- 
ments produc d againſt the other 
ptions lye as hard againſt hu. And! 
doubt not but many amongſt thoſe whoſt 
common cauſe you plead, ars of this opi- 
nion. But I. ſpeak to you uo are not 
averſe to ſuch a Command, and camot 
but wonder how you could poſſibly a- 
gree with one unneceſſary impoſition, and 
yet argus from fuch principles ugainſt's. | 
there,” as lye direftly againſt ai us well 
us om. blottnem bra Sti 


Again, othoſe-Governdars whozhave:or- 


der d nothing, but what if-alkrwoutdfe- 

riouſly 1 is certainly for the 
doge u heirdu⸗ 
ty; anch cannot be chargedwithifial>And, 
ſuen e eſteem the chiugs HAnded. 


of CONFORMITY. 
ſingle ill conſequence, ſhould all the peo: 
ple of the Land ſeriouſly endeavour to 
Procure Spanſours for their Children, com- 
ply-reverently with Enceling at the Come 
munion, and ſubmit to have their Chit 


dren ſigned with the ſign of the Creſ af. 


ter Baptiſm ; e 1 name 
a great many ones. Certainly that 
cummamd is not unlawful, which if it is 
ſeriouſſy obeyed by all, procures many 


advantages, and brings not one diſad van: 


tage: to the Church. 
Neither is that "oh * 
which, enjoyns a thing under 2 «di/pro- 
part ionable penalty.. "Fee if it be, then the 
Governours. af the Church can enjoya 
nothing, neither this particular Time,” nor 
this particular Liturgy. But they may 
do this, as you acknowledge, and yet 
the penalty to Him whoſe fault is only a 
ſoruple about joining with this Farm, and 
communicating: at this time, is 19 Com- 
munian. Therefore you cannot think 
this ſufficient ta make a command wnlaws 
ul. The plain ſtate of the caſe, in this 
Point, appears. to be this. They, to 
whom the pies nat _ . 2 
truſted, are to preſcribe what they judge 
_ in x the fervice of God, — 
the 
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the beſt light they have; leaving ſuch 


perſons to God and their own conſciem. 
ces, as fay they dare not comply with 
theſe preſcriptions. They are obliged to re. 


ſiſt irregularity, diſorder, and an ignorant 


contempt of all authority. If any truly 


honeſt man is excluded Communion by 


this means, the Penalty is to be conſide- 
red, not as the puniſhment: of the fcru- 
Ples of an honeſt man, (which he may 


have almoſt unavoidably) but as a Fence 
againſt Diſorder ; as a ſtop to ſuch Ex. 
rours as are againſt the Peace and Order 
of this ſociety; as a check to the deſigns 
of wicked and unchriſtian Men, who un- 
der this pretence, and in ſuch good com- 
pany, are doing whatever they can to 


unhinge all, and bring confuſion and ru- 
ine into the Church. You muſt be ſenſi- 
ble from what hath been faid before, that 
there are caſes in which it is fit that Men, 
let them be never ſo honeſt, ſhould ſuf- 


fer thus for their errours, granting them 
- be ara But na is not to 

e charged upon the command, but upon 
their weakneſs, and the ill conſequences 
long witli them. I might cite Experience 
as well as Reaſon for this, but it is 


their Errours and miſtakes mia 


This 


Hy], @ & A «© 


of Cox RHORMIT v. 


This leads us to conſider howa good, 


and underſtanding perſon ought to be- 


have himſelf when the Caſe happens, that 
ſome things are preſcribed in a Church 


which he himſelf thinks Iamful, but others 


retend they do not; whether He ought 


imſelf to comply with theſe preſcriptions, 
and endeavour to convince others that 
they ought to.do ſo too, or whether it is 
his duty to inveigh againſt the Governours 
of this Church, and add life and ſtrength to 
the unreaſonable ſcruples of others; to pa- 
tronize thoſe who ſeparate. upon ground 
leſs prejudices, and with groſs uncharita- 
blenels, or to plead againſt their unrea- 


ſonable and diſorderly practices to main 


rain an authority he himſelf acknowledges 


in the Church on other occaſions, or to 


countenance the utmoſt contempt and 


diſgrace put upon it. This we recom- 


mend. to your ſober conſideration, and 


deſire you to think how inconſiſtent it 
is, to argue againſt conformity from the 
ſcruples of others, and yet to pretend 


that you would have complied if the 


Te erm of Conformity had been fram d to 


your minds. I ſuppoſe you are not ſo 


weak as to think that if all your Terms 


had been accepted, there would not have 
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been a number of Diſſenters in the — 
who would have ſcrupled to e 
them. Now, It 22 Scrup les 
perfons would fy have be a ſufficient 
argument againit your rmity upon 
your own Terms, why are the ade 
| s a ſufficient argument again 
mity upon other Terms? If 1 9 
ſufficient argument againſt conformity 
now, why would they not have been, wp | 
poling your own Terms had been 
| Nor do I fee any force in your Te 
ion, that on the ſame reaſons the Biſhops 
Adenom Hpofe the Crofs and Surplice upon Mini- 
N 1 ters, they m 22 bring in abundance of - 
remonies of the Churcb of Rome, which: 
have caſt out, becauſe this will lye 3 | 
: os impoſition of every thing nor abſo- 
utely neceſſary, as well as thoſe two: 
and I find you could approve of the im- 
_ poſition of fome ſuch things. We think 
the behaviour, and appare of the Mini- 
Per who officiates, comes under the care 
of the Fovernours of the Church; and pre- 
ſeriptions about them are a check to tlie 
extremes both of Indecency and ſiperſti- 
 r10us Pomp. We think —— have autho- 
15 to fence: againft theſe, 11 to imp 
rules of behaviour in order to it. 3 


» Vs 
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then, we think they go beyond their au- 


thority, when they introduce vain, ſenſe- 


lefs, indecent ceremonies, or abundance of 


any fort, to be a trouble and burthen, 


rather than a grace and beauty to Publick 
Worſhip. When the Church of England 
doth this, then it is time to complain, 
and opeh ſo vehemently againſt the abuſe 
of authority: And even then, Ido not think 
a /eparatzon can be juſtified : Becauſe a 
ſeparation is of a great deal worſe conſe- 
quence to both State and Church, than a 
compliance: with authority in what had 
better not have been commanded. The 
Governour may tranſgreſs his duty in 


an obligation to obey : And the pre- 
tence of witneſſing againſt his impoſitions 
_ —.— comer —— — 
| wſt Pabiick Diſturbance and Diſ- 
a 5 "Bur ſince the Charch of England 
hath not burthen'd the Pullict worſbi 
with the abundance of Ceremonies you ſpea 
of, and fince rheſe mention'd wholy re- 
ſpect the Miniſter; methinks an objection 
ſhould not be brought againſt them, the 
- weakneſs of which appears at firſt ſight. 
For how does it follow, 1f ibe Biſhops l 
 autority,to preſeribe _ ceremonies that _ 


commanding, and yet I may be under 
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have authority to preſcribe twenty? or, if they 
have not authority to burthen God's ſervice 
with ceremonies, that they bave not authori- 
ty likewiſe to preſcribe one or two > The fault 
lies in the vanity, Indecency, or Number of 
things preſcribed, and if there had been no- 
thing to be objected againſt the Romiſh Ce- 
remonies from theſe Topics, our Reformers 
would hardly have urged an abuſe of aut ho- 
rity which might be in times to come, as 


an argument againſt an authority at the 


preſent time. i 3mm 
Having ſaid what appear d to me rea- 
ſonable in defence of the authority by 


which theſe things were firſt preſcribed, 


I ſhall add a word or two about the re- 
taining them. The impofitions on which 
your heavieſt charge is founded, and, 
which we are now treating of, are, Spon- 
ſours at Baptiſm, The uſe of the Croft af- 
ter Baptiſm, and X#nceling at the Commu» 
nion. I do not ſee but that I have ſhown 
that the Governours of the Church had au- 


 thority to preſcribe theſe, as much autho- 
rity as they had to preſcribe other things 


with which you c@uld comply. So then, 
theſe things were once preſcribed by a 


_ ſufficient authority, an authority to which 


obedience-in all lawful things was due. 
The perſons who ſucceeded thoſe _ 
2 r 
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firſt preſcribed theſe things found them or- 
dered, as they thought, upon good grounds, 


they found the ſcruples and prejudices in 


the people againſt them to have ariſen 
ſince theſe things were ordered, and this 
without reaſon, and without foundation; 
they found many men of ſober under- 
ſtandings who had the meaneſt opinion 
of theſe impoſitions, allowing them either 
to be ſuch as were lawful in themſelves, 
or ſuch as would not juſtify a ſepara- 
tion; they found that the ſame argu- 
ments that were urged to prove it to be 
their duty to lay aſide theſe, might be 
with as much ſtrength urged againſt o- 
thers, and would as effectually prove it 
their duty to part with their Liturgy and 
any other preſcriptions, upon the ſcru- 
ples of the people: and not being willing 
to acknowledge they had no authority, 
or right to inſiſt upon any ſcrupled thing 
that is not eſſential to the worſhip; or be- 
ing of a Church, they could not but think 


it proper to inſiſt upon theſe, rather than 


make ſuch an acknowledgment; they 
found, after all, that the advantage and 
union propoſed by the alteration of theſe 
terms was likely to prove in the iſſue 
none at all, unleſs other things of greater 

x 83 moment, 
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moment, and what they dared not think 
of parting with, were removed alſo. 
Thus therefore they argued, We find the 
removal of three impoſitions demanded up- 
on theſe two g „ That We have no au- 
thority to preſeribe. ſuch things, aud that 
many pls to comply with them, and there- 
fore cannot have communion with our Church. 
We have examined theſe pretences, and we 
find, that all the rents that are uſed 
againſt our authority in theſe things, lie a 
ftrongly againſt it in other things, which 
many of the Diſſent ing Miniſters themſelves 
would have complied with. We think that 
if we have aut bority to preſcribe what is not 
eſſential to the Chriſtian Church, We ought 
not to acknowledge we have not: and we judge, 
that if the ſeruples of the people, ibo never 
fo ' unreaſonable, are to be the meaſures of 
preſcribing, and altering, there is as muc 
reaſon from this argument to give up our 
Liturgy, and all Liturgies, as there is 
to give up theſe other preſcriptions, If to 
retain the one, though it hinder many from 
Communion with us, be not unlawful, neither 
# it unlawful or ſinful to retain the. others. 
Aud by retaining them im oppoſition" "to 
thoſe who argue-ſo wreaſonably, We ſhall af. 
ſert that authority we are intruſted with; 
#1 | 8 FE? | We 
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We ſhall teſtify againſt unwarrantable ſepa- 
ration: We ſhall give what check we can 
to tloſe principles which have brought ſuch 
comſuſiom and diſorder into thu Church and 
Nation; and me ſhall reſiſt the deſigns of e- 
vil men, who, as we judge, make uſe of the 
ignorance of ſome honeſt Chriſtians to over- 
tars aur whole conſtitution, and under their 
ſhelter flrike at aur very root aud foundation. 
Thus, I think, the cafe might be argued, 
and I ſee not what can be replied by Tou, 
who. argue upon the — | have 
been now examining. But you may 
now ask, Are you then for no alterations ? 
Ves, I am fully perſuaded there may be 
alterations — for the r and 


advantage of the Church. I profels, I 


ſhall always plead. for ſuch as are fo, and 


that ſo much the more, if they are ſuch 
alſo. as are likely to reconcile any Diſſes. 
ters to it; nay, upon this account, I 


ſhall plead for ſuch as are not fo, provi- 


ded = Church receive no damage from” 
them, But I cannot argue for any upon 


ſuch principles as appear to me to tend to 
abſurd, and unreaſonable alterations, . as 


well as thoſe that are reaſonable. 


Having thus ſhown that the Govers 
nous of t have authority to pre- 


64 ſeribe 
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ſcribe thoſe things which you ſo highly 
diflike, as well as thoſe which you could 
have complied. with, having ſhown from 


your ſelves that New Terms of Communion 
may lawfully be made; having remov'd 


dur objections taken from the penalt 
TT and from that unbounded _ 
ber of impoſitions.you fear may be brought 
into the Church upon the ſame grounds 
that theſe are; I ſhall now obſerve, - 


. That St. Paul ſays nothing againſt 
this in the 24th Chapter to the Romans, 
in order to remove your. objection taken 


from thence. I find-that you urge the 


 1# Verſes of this Chapter as an argu- 


ment to prove that it is unlawful to en- 
joyn Miniſters to deny the Communion to 
thoſe. who will not receive it Xueeling, 
or, which is all one, to preſcribe Xzeel- 
ing ſo, as that there ſhall be no Commu- 
nt it. dr.: £5, 

Firſt, It is very unfair to apply what 
St. Paul ſays in one caſe, to Caſes not at 


all parallel to it. St. Paul ſpeaks of ſuch 


groundleſs ſcraples as were deeply rooted 
and fixed in the minds of ſome perſous 
by the Religion they profeſs d before their 


_ converſion to Chriſtianity, We ſpeak of 


ſuch ſcruples as have been infuſed into 
SORES | 8 many 


of CONFORMITY. 
-many men's. minds by the common Enemy, 
as have been taken up and hotly propaga- 
ted, /ince the thing it ſelf was commanded, 
and in oppoſition tothe autority by which 
it was commanded; St. Paul ſpeaks of 
ſuch groundleſs ſcruples, and ſuch diffe- 
rences of opinion and practice as are per- 
fectly conſiſtent with their joyning to- 
gether in one uniform manner of publick 
worſhip: and it is a little hard to argue 
from what he ſays of ſcraples of this na- 
ture to what he would ſay of ſcruples 
which are wholy inconſiſtent with 
it. He ſpeaks of perſons who, for what 
pears, were perfectly diſpoſed to agree in 
the ſame Cuſtoms, the ſame behaviour at 
the Communion; and what he would ſay 
of perſons who are not, we cannot judge 
from hence: but we may gueſs by ſome 
other places, that he was not ſo eaſy or 
indifferent in the matter of Decency, or Cu- 
ſtom in the publick worſhip as you would 
repreſent him, and: that it was not his 
judginent, that: Decency, and Cuſtom ſhould 
always yield to the weakneſſes of men, 
but that zhey ſhould comply with Deceu- 
cy and Cuſtom. That He was not againſt 
preſcriptions relating to the behaviour 
of Chriſtians at the Publict worſhip is 
CUNT | plain 
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plain from thoſe preſcriptions He himſelf 
1 C97. 1. laid down, Such as theſe; Thar Women 
should be ſilent ar pablick Aſſemblies, eren 
in thoſe days when the revelation of the 
h irit was common: That Women ſhould. 
be weiled in the Church: merely becauſe; 
theſe things were to the no · 
tions of Decency then in the world. That 
the Prophets, who had any thing revealed to 
them, ſhould wait with patience, and obſerve 
a due order in their ſpeaking, merely to * 
void any thing that looked like confaſſon in 
religious worſhip ; and the like. Theſe ſhow 
that it could not be his deſign in the chap». 
ter now before us, to forbid the mak- 
ing any ſuch preſcriptions; for being a 
. of the Church, he made fome 
himſelf: and that it was his opinion that 
Governours may preſeribe for decency and 
order, is plain from thence. As you 
7 therefore argue from the example of St. 
b. 165, Paul who, being bimſelf a Charch Gover- 
our, commanded. mot the things he here 
ſpeaks of, but dors in effect forbid the Go- 
vernoum of the Church to command them, 
to ſhow the unlawfulneſs of commanding 
thoſe things, ſo give me leave to argue 
from the example of St. Paul, who being. 
wage a „ did command 
things 


of ConForMITY. 
things of the ſame nature with thoſe we are 
105 ing of, did himſelf lay down rules 
or the regulating the behaviour of Chri- 
ftians in Publick Aſemulies; and doth, in 
ce, give leave to Church-Governours 
to preſcribe according to the rules of De- 
cexcy and Order; give me leave, I fay, 
from hence to argue, that it is lawful 
(as far as St. Pauls example can make it 
ſo) to preſcribe. about the bebaviour of 
Obribians at the folemnities of Religion; 
that He no more thought in hi Chapter 
of ſerwples relating to men's behaviour at 
public Aſſemblies, than he thought of 
contradicting himſelf; and that the things 
He here ſpeaks of, and thoſe Ve are 
ſpeaking of, are ſo different from one an- 
other, that his rules about them may be, 
and are very different too. If therefore 
the example of St. Pau be a good argu · 
ment againſt the lawfulneſs of preſcri- 
bing what men ſhall eat, and that they 
ſhall not be received to Communion unleſs 
they do eat it: let the example of St. Pau 
be eſteemed a tolerable argument for the 
lawfulneſs of laying down rules and pre- 


"4 


feription about the behaviour of Chriſtians 
ar publick Aſſemblies, That theſe preſcri- 
tions ſhould be laid aſide when they 
VE Re come 
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come to be ſcrupled as unlawful, - this 
chapter is as far from ſaying as any part 
of the Bible. It ſays indeed, Tou ought 


to receive thoſe who are ſo little inſtrutted 


in the nature of Chriſtianity, and ſo preju- 


diced by their former education and princi- 
ples, as to ſeruple things which are lawful, 


ſuch things as do not concern your Cuſtoms, 
or behaviour at the publick aſſemblies. But 
it ſays not, Jou ought. to receive ſuch, tho 
they ſcruple to join with you in your cuſtoms 
and behaviour at religious Worſhip. It 
ſays not, Jou ought to receive ſuch as have 
taken up their groundleſs prejudices ſince 
ſuch rules were laid down for their beha- 
viour, ſuch as ſeem to be contentious, ſuch 
as refuſe to comply in mere oppoſition, as too 
many do. It ſays indeed, Tou ſhall re- 
cezve men, tho they will net conform to 
your preſcriptions and cuſtoms in what they 
eat at their own houſes: but it ſays not, 
Tou ſhall receive men, tho they will not con- 
form to your preſcriptions and cuſtoms in 
their behaviour in God's houſe. In fine, 
We may conclude from this chapter, that 
St. Paul, at that time, thought it more 
prudent to leave men even to their own 
unreaſonable. humours in eating and drink- 
ing, than to interpoſe his authority to regu- 

| late 
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late their own tables; but we cannot con- 
cludefrom it, that he thought it a crime to 
uſehis authority to regulate their demean- 
our at the Lord's Table; that he thought 
ita ſin for Governours to interpole, or a du- 
ty in them when they had interpoſed, to 
give up their preſcriptions, when they 
come to be ſcrupled. If you would argue 


juſtly againſt preſcriptions from this chapter, 


ou mult argue againſt preſcribing ſome- 
thing as little relating to any fundamental 
doctrine of Chriſtianity, or the behaviour 


of Chriſtians at publick Aſſemblies, as Meat 


and Drink: and for any other ſort of 
preſcriptions, whatever ſervice other argu- 
ments may do, I ſee not how this chapter 


can poſſibly be to the purpoſe. And this 


will appear more plainly to you from 
what J have to offer farther, and that is 
Secondly, That if this chapter prove 
the unlawfulneſs of preſcribing Xneeling 
at the Communion, or retaining it when 
it comes to be ſcrupled, it proves as effe-- 
ctually the unlav fulneſs of Ei 
what you your ſelves muſt acknowledge 
lawful, and what you could have joined 
with. From whence we may infer, that 
if it prove not the unlawfulneſs of 
one, neither does it prove the n, 


* 
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neſs of the other. Some inſtances I ſhall 
give to make this plain. St. Paul pre- 
publick Aſſemblies, merely becauſe it was 
decent, and becoming that ſtate of ſub- 
jection they ought to appear in. Oar 
Governours preſcribed Aueeling at tbe Com- 
munion, merely becauſe it was decent, and 
becoming the ſolemnity of that holy 
rite: arguing, that as we kneel to our 
Prince when we receive a favour, a pledge 
of his Love from him, ſo it is agrecable 
to all the notions and euſtoms of Deceney 
we have, that we ſhould kneel when we 
receive the moſt ineſtimable pledge of 


Love from our great Lord, by the 


hands of his Mirifter. - Suppoſe now 


ſome Women ſhould have been ſo weak 
as to have thought it unlawfull to have 
obeyed that inſunction of St. Paul s, 


thinking they were conſtrain d by 
the Spirit to ſpeak, and judging their 
filence to be a crime (we have lived to 
fee this, and many as ridiculous ſuppoſi- 


tions verified) would you this 
fonrteenth chapter to the Romans, to prove 


that St. Paul was againſt preſeriling, or 


retaining any ſuch rule; or that theſe per- 


fons were to be received, and 
: | {ured : 


fared? and yet their crime is tating a lam. 
fob; thing to be unlawful. If you would not 


feribing this, tho ſome ſhould be ſo went 
a5tothink it unlawful, how can you pro- 
— it 4 preſcribing Auoeling mere- 

becauſe ſome think it unlamful? Onee 
i ſuppoſe our Governours had preſcri- 
| bed a Litergy to your minds, and amongſt 
others a Form of Prayer to be uſed at the 
Communion. Some, you know, and no 
inconſiderable number, have ſcrupled 
joining with a Form as unlawful. Now 
ſuch as theſe are as efſectually excluded 
from the Communion by this preſcription, 
às if it were ſaid in ſs terms, that 
. ſhall be admitted, who will not join 


in this Form, Xet in the impoſing this, 
were ready to join. I ask therefore, 


f thit chapter command you to receive 
all whoſe crime is only the ſerupling a 
thing lawful as unlawful, [with what con- 
ſcience could you have complied with 

= refeription, which, according to you, 
- be atly finful and contrary to God's 

. — becauſe it doth as eſſectually exclude 
thoſe whom you ought to recetve, as a- 
ny other en If it do not, 
Our could you not comply with other 


pre- 


od. 


it againſt the awfulneſs of pre- 
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The Reaſonablenzſs + 
preſcriptions as well as this? why is it 
produced againſt others, and not a- 
gainſt this? Is a Form of Prayer neceſſary 
to the due celebration of that religious. 
rite? Your practice ſhews you think it not 
ſo. Is a' ſtated Form of Prayer not only - 
lawful but decent? fo is Kneeling. But I 
will urge no more on this Head. I can- . 

not but think I have ſhown both from 
St. Paul's example, and your own: con- 
ceſſions, that this chapter ſays nothing 
againſt thoſe preſcriptions which con- 
cern the public Worſhip, and that by the 
weak in Faith here is not to be under- 
ſtood every one who is ſo weak as to tale 
a lawful thing for unlawful, unleſs in ca- 
ſes parallel to Meat and Drink. I ſhall 

now adde F 

3. That Mr. Baxter practice, and the 

A Practice of the Independents, is for, and not 
gagainſt ſuch impoſitions as are the founda- 
tion of your heavieſt. charge againſt the 

Church. For the Independents take Mr. 

- Alridemen Baxter s word, who repreſents them as 
p. 118. ſtriffer about the qualifications of Church. © 
members, than Scripture, Reaſon, or the 
3 Practice of the univerſal Church will al. 

4 low. And if this be not to make new un- 

| +  _ meceſſary Terms of Communion, and to refuſe + te, 
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thoſe: whom Chriſt has commanded them to 


receive, what is? Yet we obſerve with 


what brotherly affection you court them, 


with what caution you open your mouths 
againſt bis in them, and with what heat 
you can inveigh againſt any thing like it 
in the Church of England ; with what zeal 
you join with them, and with what zeal 
ou ſeparate from us. But Mr. Baxter 


Independents, but hath leſt upon record 
ſomething of himſelf ſo like what he cen- 


ſures ſo ſeverely in the Church of England, 
that with all the niceneſs I am Maſter of, 


I cannot ſee any difference between them 
unleſs what ſerves to make Mr. Baxter 
much more liable to cenſure. than the 
- Church. We have it related for his ho- 


th not only given us this account of the 
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nour, as it ſeems in his life. A Gentle. Avidgnen 


mas againſt whom he had no objection 3** 
on any other account (as far as it appears) 


deſired to communicate with Him, only 
He deſired to receive XAnee/zvg, and at a 


diſtin time from thoſe others, whom He 


thought ſo guilty on ſome account or o- 


ther, that he ſcrupled to join with them. 


Suppoſing this to bea weakneſs, one would 


hardly think it conſiſtent with Mr. Bax- 


ters way of ing, that he ſhould be 
1 4 n - denied 


58 Ne 0 
denied the Communion for it. But let us 
fee how Mr. Baxter dealt with him. Firſt, 
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He would not give it him at all, unleſs 


he would ſubmit to diſcipline, and take him 
for hs Paſtoar: ſo that his Baprifſm and 


not ſufficient to entitle him tothe Privi- 


leges of a Chriſtiau, unleſs he would ſubmit 
to what Mr. Baxter calfd Diſcipline, and 


tale him for his Paſtour. Perhaps "the 
Gentleman was perſuaded in his confelence 


that. the ejected Biſbip' was his Paſtoar, 
tho' Mr. Baxter had authority to admi- 
ſter the Sacrament to him. However, 


what reaſon was here from his ſcru- 
| pling this, why he ſhould not be acknow- 


this etrour fo contrary to any great de- 


ſign of the Goſpel, or the nature of the Sa. 


cramem, that he migkt not be admitted 


to it? Secondly, As to the Pyffure, He 
vould not give it him Kneeling, unleſs He 


would firſt hear his reafons againſt it, and 


then profeſs, after he had heard them, bar 


he thought it a fin againſt God to receive it 


in any other poſture both” which an ho- 


neſt, man might ſeruple, and yet be fit 
to be admitted to the Communion, From 


Baxter 
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Baxter thought an Uniformity in the po- 
ſtares of the Recervers, and how willing 
they ought to be to hear reaſons to bring 
them to it. But, Zhirdly, As to the Time, 

He ubſolutely refuſed to give it him at a 
 diftinit Tame from others, tho he ſcru · 
pled to receive it at the fame time with 
them. Now here, if I am not miſtaken, 
are to be found the very crimes which 
are laid by you at the door of the Church 
of England, and ſomewhat more. In the 
Joſt place, Here is an honeſt Chriſtian de- 
nied the Communion! on the account of 
fame ſcruples he might have, about fub- 
mitting to Mr. Baxter as his Paſtour, and to 
bis diſcipline: ſuch ſcruples as affected not 
his Obriſtianity, or his behaviour at the 
publick worſhip, which ſeems to come ve- 
22 the caſe determined by St. Paul in 
the faurteenth chapter to the Romans, In 
the Second place, He is denied the recep- 
| tion of the Holy Sacrament in the man- 
| ner which ſeems beſt to him, unleſs 
Hie will hear reaſons againſt it, and profeſs 
a Ie cumot honeſtly tate it otherwiſe. That 
. , he is denied it, if he ſhould be ſo weak 
t | and prepoſſeſs d as to ſeruple what a man 
1 mint ſeruple out of a great regard to the 
re of n Ne and 
Sen : 12 5 yet 
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yet remain a good Chriſtian. In the 
third place, a preſcription is laid down, 
Ton ſhall receive it at the ſame time with 


tical and d iſor derly, and the penalty here 
is No Communion. Now, tho it is necel. 5 
ſary to ſet ſome time when the people 
ſhould meet their Miniſter, yet we can: 
not ſay it is any more neceſſary that al 
ſhould come at ove time, than that all 


ſhould receive in one poſture; nor do Fice 


that this difference of time can poſſibly. 
be the oceaſion of⸗ greater -breaches and 


ſchiſins, than a difference of behaviour at 


the ſame time, perhaps not ſo much: and 


I believe there may be better reaſons 


found out for admitting companies, on 


ſome occaſions; at iſtinct times, than for 
admitting «ifferent geſtures at the ſame 


time. And, I pray, what great breach 
or ſchiſm can e ſuppoſe would have been 


made, had he admitted this Gentleman 


and his Family at ane hour to the Com- 
munion, and the others at another 2. what 
great ſchiſn I ſay, more than was amongſt 
them already 2 Their opinions and hear 


wee as different already as they could 
be, and there was no hopes of their com- 

icatingꝭ together without greater oc 
7” e caſion 


- 


— 
* 
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caſion given to heat and uncharitable 
cenſures. Had Mr. Baxter been ſure 7 | 


ſhould have ſet all his people in flames, I 


againſt the Church, he could with a 
conſcience, deny the | Communion to this 


Gentleman, were his ſcruples never ſo un- 


reaſonable, and weak. Now J have this 
charge againſt this carriage of Mr. Bax- 
tens. Here was a thing as unneceſſary 


as Kneeling enjoined, and that under So ; 
higheſt; penalty, vix. No Comniunion. 


From whence 1 collect that it could not 
9 7 Baxter's opinion that a Command, 
a di iſproportionable penalty an- 
en „ becomes unlamſul. Here were 
nem Terms of Communion impoſed upon a 
Chriſtian, and as contrary to Chrift's as 
the impoſition of Aueeling can be. Chriſt 
_ toys, as you think, Receive a Chriſtian 


though he is ſo weak as y take thing s law- 


ful for unlamful, yet Mr. Baxter Takes 


be ſo weak. From whence I conclude 
that when he was 2 Governour himſelf, it 


ſee not how, according to his arguings 
fa 


- a, Chriſtian, whole only crime it was to 


was not his judgment, that it was unlaw- 


full to lay down ſuch preſcriptions as do 
indeed become New. Terms of Communion; 
that it was not Ws: 8 St. 


N Paul 


” 2] 
N 
i 
1 5 
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ſuch a nente; may be of that cobſequenes 


make theſe 'rormms,. as every Paſtor" and 
 Curate; and whether the Obriffian world 
ib more 1 all. — 


Tbe Reaſonablineſo 
Paul in the fourteenth to the Romans ſpake 
of ſuch ſcruples as reſpect the pulicił wor- 
ſhip, or underſtood by the meat in Faith, 


every perſon who was ſo weak as 10 j 
a lawful thing 


to I unlamful. For we 


in Mr. Barter s opinion, as that the per- 
ſon who is ſo weak 6ught not to be rerei- 


ved 10;Commution;* Upon this F cannot 


help making this reffection, that the diſ- 
pute between IN and Tow: * 
there ſhall be ne — or no, hut 
SONY they ſhall ht - roſs — 
ours; whether the Bi A 

what bey think fit; or whether every pars 
_ RT ſhalf be left 8 
make what Terms d Cummun thin 

fit; to receive, or t6jeft whom hie pleaſes, 
and on what conditioris he judges proper. 
It is too plain this will be the copſeque 


of reſting this Power out of the Biſhops 
hands, and'thar this is the baba rc 


ever a ſeparate Miſtry is erected: and we 
leave it toalltheworld to judge, whether 


the Biſhops have Hot as much — to 


of CONFTORMITY. 


than by their acting according to their 
own humours, and opinions, paſſions, and 


prejudices... 

Thus have 1 carefully y con ſidered the 
Caſe of Impoſitions, which ſeems to he the 
great hindrance in JRun: 8 way to Confar- 


mity, and have cho argue with 
upon this matter chiefly from your — 


conceſſions, and your own practices; which 
appears to me to be ſo convincing a me- 
thod, that l cannot but hope that you 
will once more review this part of your 
cauſe, and that, in arguing againſt the 
impofitions of the Church of England, you 
will either ſhow us, that you allow no 
ſuch impofitions either in your declara- 
tions, or practice; or elſe reaſon againſt 
them from ſuchi principles as conclude 
not againſt all as well as ſome. Till you 
do this, we muſt think either that you 
are not ſincere in drawing up this heavy 
charge-againſt the Church, while e 
allow — practice the very thing yo * 
condemn; or that you are not ſen ble 
Ka. 7 theſe arguments, tend. But 1 
115 hairs Sixth Reaſon Bo you cannot. 
conform as Miniſters is, becauſe this 4ſ- 
Jus: e and r mould 0 
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an allowance and approbation of that aſſer 
tion, that Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons 
are three diſtind Orders in the Church by 
Divine Appointment, By Divine Appoint- 
ment, you add your ſelves, for all that 
the ſentence, which you quote, ſays, is 
that theſe Orders have been in the Church 
from the Apaſtle's times: and all that you 
can ſhow. certainly to be implied in any 
of theſe Prayers in the Ordination office is, 


that God. hath appointed divers Orders of 


Miniſters in hu Church. And you not on- 


ly add this; but you wholy alter the form 


of. that ſentence in the Preface to the Or- 
dination-Ofice, on which you ground this 
objection, and ſeem to me to miſrepreſent 
the plain. deſign and intent of it. For 
there is ſome difference I think, between 
thefe two ſentences. | Biſbops, Prieſts, and 
Deacons are three diſtint Orders in the 
Church, by Divine Appointment; and, From 
the Apoſile's time, there haue been theſe 
Orders in Chriſt's Church, Biſhops; Prieſts; 
and Deatons. The former of theſe is hours, 
and leads people to think, that the prin- 
cipal intent of this ſentence you ſeruple; 
was to lay it down for an undoubted 
truth, that Bi ſbo 3, Prieſte, and | Deacons: 
are three diſtin. Orders. (in the moſt}. 
we 1 i vey 


ſtrict 


a 
N 


ſtrict ſenſe of that word, and in oppoſi- 


* 


tion to thoſe Epiſcopal Men who did not 


approve of that word taken in fo ſtrict 


a ſenſe) and that by Divine Appointment. 
The Latter is the ſentence, as it is expreſ- 
ſed by the Church it: ſelf, and the deſign 
of it is plainly no more, but to ſignify, 


that Biſhops, Prieſts and Deacons have 
been in the Church, from the very begin- | 
ning, diſtinguiſhed from one another by 


their peculiar Men. But. if you take a 


pleaſure in repreſenting, and underſtand - 


ing every thing in the way which to you 
carries moſt difficulty along with it, we 
cannot help it. Thus, another difficulty 
is made that theſe Orders are ſpoken of as 
ſeveral Offices, tho how Biſhops, Prieſts 
and Deacous, if they are ſpoken of either 
as three Orders, or as three Degrees in 

the ſame Order, how, I fay, they can 
poſſibly be ſpoken of any otherwiſe than 

as ſeveral offices, I ſhall never apprehend. 
— + have. two things to anſwer to. this 
| r , ues nd Bets 

1. Neither Aſent and Couſent, nor Sub- 
ſcription oblige you to agree to every in- 
dividual ſentence in the Prefaces and Ru- 
bries belonging to the offices of the Church. 
1 have before ſufficiently. ſhown, and 1 


here 
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106 The "Reaſonablentſs 
here ſay it again, that ſen? and Conſent 
refer to nothing but the e of theſe Forms 
in publick miniſtrations» and that f. 
ſcription cunnot reaſonably” be extended 
— this E C Praver Go. in rc | 
in sit is a Book directing 
bim who! as to his — 
and the Prayers he is to uſe; and doth not 
appear to have been intended for any thing 
farther. Beſides, if it were deſign roms 
tend to every particular ſentence of no re- 
lation to uſe, i it affects not the matter now 
before us, for the effe&of it is this, that 
this Book. containeth not hung comtrary to the 
word of God. Now I hardly think that 
any thing can be out of the 
word e Godl, to which this ſentence is 
contrary. For there is no tert of Scri- 
pfture which ſays this is nor evident &. 
nor is there any thing in ſeripture from 
whence it may be plainly proved that this 
is a falſe propoſiton, Biſhops," Priefir and 
| Foe ave been in the Church from the 
| les days. There is no paſſage in the 
=: ew Teſtament that either * forbids a | 
| ed ſhould be ſuch Orders, or ys a 
there were — ks Aſn; 4 75 
2. Su 84 1 Gow ent, 5 
6. leren def de to every ſuch ſen- 
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_ Conronu fry. 
tence as this, yet I ſee | Wes 
objections againſt this; 'biit wh 
very hard and unreaſonable. Wben ir s it 18 
faid, - 749 is evident to all diligent rea- 
devs, ean any one i that the in- 
kent of this is; that it is impoſſible any 
ſuch ſhould ever doubt of it? or that an 
thing more was deſigned, than to ſigni PA 
that it was a plain truth? ſhould we deal 
thus with all fuch expreſſions, what could 
we hear that would pleaſe us? Suppoſe 
t Mould be ſaid, Ii i evident to all men 
dvligently* reading Holy Seripture that our 

pan pos 2 before he was born of the 
Virgin'Mary; would you ſcruple to ſub- 
feribe+to-this' beeauſe the Socinians who 


have diligently read Zoly Seripture, ſay 


they Lannot find it there? I believe the 
odhection would never have enter d into 
your heads. Nothing is more uſual than 
ſuen Forms of i ſpeech, 
unreaſonable than to paſs by the principal 
ring intended by them, and to argue a- 
ainſt the manner of expreſſing them ta- 
Fon in a litteral ſenſe,” When it is always 


many cauſes why very 
ſometimes miſs of a very p 


conſiderable men 
lain truth, and if 


were afraid offaying thi is a plain truth, 


becauſe 


and nothing more 


ve. We mult be ſenſible, there are 


a 


by 
A 
© 
. 
j 
71 


The Reaſonableneſs 


becauſe Calvin; or Beza, yin} PR or Sal. 


maſius, or Cartwright, or Selden, or any o- 
thers did not think it plain; and pgs 
from hence againſt agreeing to it, we 

ſhew more regard to great names than is 
allowable. Was this ſentence deſigned to 


caſt a reflection upon any learned or ju- 


dicious men? You cannot think it was. 
Do you make any ſcruple of differing; of 
ten from them? You know you do not, 
Im ſure you ought not. Do not you run 


them: down as Novices, and call them Fools 


as much, and as effectually this way, as 
you can do hy ſulſeribing this? Vet you 


| = not think that a good argument a- 
gainſt judging as you think fit. Is not 
the principal deſign of a ſentence to be 
regarded, and the manner ef expreſſion to 
be interpreted according to he, and not 


according to the letter? yet here you take 
the manner of Expreſſion, quite 7 
to what you do in common — an Gus 
objections from this 
ſo. miſtaken 


; 9614 n 


AS to the thing imended ir! 60 Hae 
tence, it is plainly this, that Biſtops, 
Prieſts aud Deacons, have been in — 
Church from the Apeſtlès days. Now 
W Truth bath been very. much cleared 


ſince 


e K 11. .. ⁵ K PI 


ſince th 
neceſſity 
themſelves under to contradict and ob- 
ſeure it, the deſire they had that it ſhould 
not appear of great conſequence, hath 
helped mightily to the clearing it. Arch- 
Biſhop Uſher: may very well appear in 
the head of thoſe who have added great 
evidence to this propoſition. If he dif- 
fered from other Epiſcopal men, the dif- 
ference may well be thought verbal and 
not real, if we conſider the ſervice he hath 
done to Epiſcopacy, in oppoſition to the 
Preſbyterians.” Biſhop Pearſon and others 
followed. Dr. Hammond s Diſſertations 
againſt; Blonde] (faith Mr. Chillingwort © 
ho uſes not to ſpeak unreaſonably) ne- 
ver were anſwered and never will. Mr. 
Chilingworth himſelf thinks the proof of 
this truth amounts to ſuch a demonſtration 
as can never be evaded. He produces 
ſeveral Preſiyterians allowing that from 
the Apoſt le's days there was in every City 
one Perſon, who bad priority of Order, — 
ſaperiarity of Power and Authority over o- | 
ther Preſbyters. Mr. Baxter himſelf thinks: ariqgmen © 
iti-evident that in the Primitiue Church p. 114. 
there mas a Superiority over Paſtours main- 
 tain'd not ouiy by the Apoſtles and * £ 
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lifts, - n. generul 
officers, Ty as to fixet Biſhops —— 
cular Churches, ſuperiour in degree to a 
rs, that the reception of them in al 
:burches was early _— general. He is 
pleaſed to add, there in nothing — 
rheſe in Scripture. Now im the ſ | 
before, He acknowledgeth that it — 
from Scriptare that there uus a 
ty of one over many Paſtours, not only 
of the Apoſtles, but of others commiſſion- 
ed by them. From whence I conclude, 
that there is in Scripture a great —— 
favour this Saperiority (even acoor 
Mr. Baxter) and nothing. — 
Superiour. Now the principal part of on 
Queſtion here is, whether- 
no, not whether fed or 1 
} muſt obſerve, 1 
ds alſo; that this very 
nrverfal reception of fixed Biſhops (which 
Mr. Baxter confeſſes) is it alfa good ar- 
ent, that there were ſuch conſtituted 
y the Apoſtles chemſelves, and that the 
conſtirution of ſurb was judged moſt a- 


greeable to their miad. How elſe can we 


imagine that the 


receptionof them ſhould 
be ſo wiverſal; and ſo cart, chat you 
eme name the place or r from rhe 

155 very 
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very days of the 4poſties in which they 
are not found? Nor in the matter before 
| — wa ar ey Scri- 
in — > 
other or not tho if you will follow Mr. 
Bunter, you muſt think they did. The 
Point is, whether in fact there were in 

thoſe early days, Biſhops, Priefts and Dea · 
cons. ' Mr. Baxter ſays there were. And 
they were ſufficiently diſtinguiſhed from 
one another.” As Deacons were not Prieſts, 
ſo all Prieſis were not Biſhops. The Bi. 
hop was the ſuperiour, and had his Preſ- 
ters under him. So that as to the pe- 
culiar Office of Biſhops in the main here 
is no difference, and an agreement in the 
whole matter deliver d in this propoſition 
that Biſhops, Prieſis and Deacons, in the 
ſenſe that we all underſtand thoſe words 
in, were in the Church from the very be- 
ginning. And what if they be called Or- 
ders by others? If you acknowledge the 


very thing which is meant in this ſen- 
tence, why ſhould this word trouble you? 
think it a very proper word: but if I 
did not, yet if 1 acknowledged what 
Mr. Baxter does concerning Biſhops and 
_ Prieſts, I could never anſwer to my _ 
Ve”. | | tne 


- 


* ” 
- . 


though. thoſe. expreſſions might * 


the ſcrupling this ſentence becauſe the 
are called Orders. If any other word had 
been here uſed, let it be Degrees, or what 
would have been at the pains to do it. 
Thus much for your principal Reaſons 
againſt the Aſeut and Conſent, and Sub. 
ſcription, required in the Church of Eng- 
land. Let us now proceed to-ſome others 
you propoſe of leſſer confideration; yet 
ſuch, as ſeem to you ſufficient to keep 


you from Confe orming as Miniſters; AS; 23; 


I. Jou caunot conſent to pronounce . all 


| ſaved, that are buried, except the Unbap- 


tiz'd, Excommunicate and Self-Murtherers, 
as, you fay, all Conforming Miniſters are 
obliged to do. In return to this objection, 

| ſhall not trouble you or my ſelf with 
ſearching out ſome poſſible ſound ſenſe, 
in which ſome of the Paſſages in the Bu- 
rial Office againſt which you except, may 
be underſtood. - For could I ſhow you, - 
that God, may be ſaid to tate even a very 
wicked man away in mercy, and that we 
may give him thanks for it in a juſt ſenſe; -. 
yet-l do not love to go againſt the firſt 
deſign of ſuch publick forms; and after all; 
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be uſed of perſons of whom we had not 
the leaſt reaſon to hope well; yet theſe 
words, As our hope ts this our Brother doth, 
in the laſt Collect, can in no ſenſe be ap- 
plied to ſuch. It muſt therefore be own - 
ed, and it is too plain to be denied, that 
in ſuch caſes as you mention, of men cut 
iu the midſt of notorious fins, Drunkenneſs 
. Adultery, Murder Oc. this Office is wholy 
1mproper: and ſure, we need not doubt 
but that at length ſome regard will be 


had to the repeated deſires of many of 


the beſt Defenders of the Church; and 
this ground of objection againſt it wholy 
removed. In the mean while, I have- 
ſomewhat farther to offer to you. 


Only before I do that, I muſt take, 


ſome notice of two things which I think 


unreaſonable in your management of this 


Head of accuſation. 1. In that ſentence, 
God 'hath taken the Soul of our departed 
Brother to himſelf, you will interpret thoſe 
words, to himſelf, as if they certainly ſig- 
nified, to happineſs, when they are ca- 
pable of another ſenſe; and a ſenſe that 
is -juſtiftable by what Solomon faith of 


Death with reſpe& to all men. Then gel. 12.7. 


ſhall the duſt return to the earth as it was : 


and the ſpirit ſhall return unto God who 
8 e 1 gave 


} l 


The Redfonableneſs': 


gave in If rhe Spirir of all men may ia 
2 found ſenſe be ſaid to return to God; 
then it may alſo be ſaid in a ſound ſenſe, 
that God takes to bimfelf- the S we Wa 
Men, when they die. The fame i b 
pretation that we fi upon the one, we 
ray with | juſtice fix upon dee 
cher; anch if the one be a true propoſition 
ſo is the other; rhe fame objections lying 
againſt the manner of expreſſion in both. 
2. Vou deal very har with this ſen . 
tence, We cummis his body to the groun y 
ſure aud certain hope of he reſurrettion umo 
eternal life Sc. Theſe are the words in 
the Common prayer book, and if we Chriſtians 
may not be allowed when we commit abody 
tothe ground, even ſuppoſing it the body of 
A wicked man; to fy thus, We commit not 
this body to tbe earth as men who betjeve 
the bodies thus laid in it ſhall remain there 
forever, but as perſons fully perſuaded that 
therewill be a reſurfection of the Bodies of alt 
mer at the laſt day (whictvis, Tam fare, the 
true interpretation of thoſe: words,) it is 
very hard. But liere I find theſe words; "a 
happy reſurrection, put inſtead of the refurs 
. Tedon, for what reaſon I cannot certainly 
tell: and it is affirmed "that this muſt „. 


ceſſrily refer to the” dend perſon and 1 25 


3 


— 


, CONTORMETY. 

ſo; as to ſigniſy a certainty of a happy re: 

ſurreition to Him, becauſe, in ww 7 the 

following; Prayers, we pray that We may 

reis in Chrift; dt our n this our bro. 

ther doth, We are told This puts it out 

of doubt. I can do nothing here but ap- 

peal to the words, as I have tranſcribed 
them from the Common prayer Boot, and 

to. that interpretation I have given of 

them, which indeed is ſo natural; that! 
never could frame any other to my ſelf: 
and muſt leave the Reader to judge, whe- 

ther this be a good way of reaſoning; re- 

membring that the word Hope may be 
uſed, When we are remov'd many degrees 

from Confidence, and are upon the very 

borders of Fear; but that the words, ſare 

and certain hope, cannot be uſed but in 
the caſe of a confident expettation without 
the leaſt doubt or fear in it. This is the 
caſe. In a Prayer at ſome diſtance from 
this ſentence the Church hopes, (which 
in the loweſt ſenſe of the word is far from 
certainty) that this perſon refs in Chriſt. 
Nowy how doth bir put it out of doubr,- 
tliat, in this ſentence, committing bis Bo- 


y to' the groumd in ſure aud certain hope 
of the reſurrection 20 eteruul life &c. the 
Chirch muſt neceſſarily refer to his par- 
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ticular reſurrection only, and ſignify by 
theſe words a confident aſſurance of His 
happy reſurrection? The uſing of this 
word in the /aſt Prayer is ſo far from put- 
ting this out of doubt, that it does not 
much as make it probable :\ nay, there not 
being other evidence for this, it appears 
to me rather to prove the contrary. For 
if the Church, where it 'undoubtedly 
ſpeaks of the dead perfon, make clioice 
of a word which may be uſed where ever 
we have not certain demonſtration that 
her is incapable of Salvation; this leads us 
to think that if words be here uſed im- 
porting no leis than the hzgheſt aſſurance 
and moſt confident expeftation, they were 
not intended to refer to the Salvation of 
this particular perſon; the one being ap- 
plicable to a vaſt number of perſons, of 
whom the other cannot poſſibly be uſed.” 
But tho' this be utterly inſufficient to put 
your interpretation beyond doubt, yet 1 
think verily I can produce ſomething 


which; if you be truly willing to ac- 


knowledge it, will put it beyond doubt,” 
tnat the interpretation I have given is 
botli agreeable to the words, and intend- 
ed by our Church; and that is, the alte 
ration of this ſentence as it is to be uſed 


wh» * 
2 4 3 at 
* 


#4 ·o — 


__ofiConronnITtry,. 

at the burial" of: the dead at Sea; and 1 
do not ſee. how you can deny the fame 
ſenſe to be intended in both. We tbere- 
fore commit his body to the deep, to be turn- 
ed into corruption, looking for the reſur- 
rection of the body, and the life of the world 
to come &c. Compare the 1wo. Forms to- 
gether, and ſee if this do not. plainly 
how, that the meaning which you have 
ſo poſitively afſixed to the other was ne- 
ver thought of by thoſe who drew it up. 
Having taken notice of theſe two things, 


leaſt inconvenience for mit ting. them. 21 
deſigu not by this ee perſons to 
play with what ought to be ſacred amongſt 
Ahtiſtians, or to make light of Declara- 


tiers, and; Salſcriptions. I hope 1 am far 

from it: and if What I now ſay cannot 

be demonſtrated to be perfectly conſiſt- 

ent with n Conforming 
"ES 


' 
by 5 * 4 { 
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Miniſter 
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et 
cipline excerciſed 3 to wine 133 
charge, to what part of his dow is Hr 


pafes, w 


The Reaſenableneſs* 
Miniſter is under, I here renounce it as 
foon as I have faid it. I deſire then, it 
may be conſidered. 1. That the omiſſion 
of theſe ſentences, in ſuch caſes," is not 
contrary” to the original deſign of the 
Church in preſcribing this ſonm, 13 
agreeable to it chin the aug them; 1 
find it almoſt unanimoufly affirmed by 
as great Writers as any that have appear- 
ed in this cauſe, that this Mice fupppſes 
fuch diſciplins in the Church, char alt n- 


torious and incorrigibie ſinners Mould be 


pable of this 
no ſuch 3 


excommunicated and fo 'incapable 
office. If this be fo, and 


falſe, Who either denies the office to ahi 

of whole acceptance with God there can- 
net be the leafs hope, or gmits theſe o. 
preſſons which render this M fo impro- 
per on fuch occaſions? l deſite it may ** 


remembred, that I am not now'encou» 


Ta any perſons to judge hardly of 
chern de urs; but 2e 3 
it is moſt a Bt, and un- 
Ueniable, that there is g ground for the 
_ Jowef degree of Hape. Suppoſing there- 
fore a Man cut off in the midſt of fuch 
EY as FO "Bing: ek 
| . 


of Conrotuty. : 


Drunkenneſs, without the leaſt ſign of Re. 

fertance, or acceptance with God; were 
theſe expreftors deſigud for him? Can 
the ds which reſparts this, be ſuppo- 
ſed to command the w/e. of this form any 
otherwiſe than as it was deſigned by the 
Charch > Do any of our Governoxrs, or did 
they ever iniſiſt upon obedience to the ler. 


know of; and-if they did, I ſhould ven- 
ture 2 penalty rather than obey : be- 


a an, hep 


hoped the dead perſon reſts in Chriſt, 
hen there cannot be the leaſt ground 


and: becauſe I cannot reconcile 


tions 1 


fack an obedience with the obliga 


am under to the. Church. But — 


mitt ing What was never intended by the 
Cburch for ſuch occaſſont, I could 45 it 
with a r col eaſy conſcience : having by 
no vom, 3 or e chap 2 of 
apprehend, obliged my ſeif to 

_ anything againſt the plain intent of that 
Oburch in which 1 miniſter: And did it 
1 it was the deſign of this 
and of the. Governewrs-of it, to 
thoſe — noo in ĩt — 
1 — cide' vont common, S mean 
ers, Dru tardi, Adultertrs,.  Maittherers, 
. T4 . 


- 
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ten of this Canon in ſuch caſes? not as I 


my conſcience would not let me 
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ed as Chriſtians, This is a Canon: of St. 


Blaſpbemers, that ſuch as theſe, I fay, dys 


ing without any ſign. of acceptance with 
God, reſt in Chriſt; what man, who had 
the leaſt ſenſe of, Religion could conform 
as a Miniſter? But, 2. Lou tell us here 
of ſome Conforming Miniſters, who will 
not allow this office to Diſſenters, under 
the notion of Schiſmaticks. Upon the au- 
thority of theſe perſons then, this office 
may certainly be denied to ſome who are 
not actually excommunicated, For, as they 
deny it ro ſome Diſſenters who, they 
think, ought to be excommunicated, whe· 
ther they be or no: ſo it may reaſonably 
and upon the ſame foundation be denied 
to notorious and incorrigible Drankards, 
Adulterers, and the like, tho they be 
not actually excommunirated, Nothing is 
plainer than that ſuch as theſe ſnould be 
diſowned by all Churches, and not eſteem - 


Faul s, of as long ſtanding almoſt as the 


Goſpel it ſelf. And certainly, no Church 
that ſpeaks any thing of Excommuntcatzou, 
can be ſuppoſed not to deſign that noto- 
rious, incorrigible Adulterers, Murthe- 


rers, and the like, ſnould be :excommus. 
aicated, as much as it deſigns that any 
others ſhould. If therefore this ofice may 


* 


of CONFORMITY. 
be denied to any otbers, certainly it may to 
theſe: and if the office may, then alſo thoſe 
expreſſions in it which make it ſo improper. 
ln one word, what I eſteem truly fa- 
tisfactory on this Head is this; You may 
be Miniſters in the Church of England with- 
out obliging your ſelves to uſe this ce 
over ſuch impenitent wretches as you 
mention, for neither Aſſeut and Conſent, 
nor Subſcription can refer to it any other- 
wiſe than as it was deſigned by the 
Church. You may miniſter in the Church 
of : England, preach, exhort, inſtruct, do 
all imaginable good to the Souls of Men 
for many years together, for your whole 


lives, if you pleaſe, without being obli- 


ged to uſe this Me over any, either 
good or bad. And I remember the eje- 
ted Miniſters ſomewhere ſpeak, as if 
. they ſhould have been contented, if they 
could have been Preachers only in this 
Church. But farther, if you ſhould take 
a Cure of a Pariſh upon you, and perform 
all the offices of a Miniſter in it, perhaps 


theſe caſes you mention, may not hap- 


pen; and if they do happen, I am per- 


ſuaded you may omit theſe improper ſen 
texces, without being falſe to any part of 


* 
* v9 


7 N 
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your truſt, and without ſuffering any 
* 1 
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123 Tbe \Reaſondbleneſs + 
inconvenience for ſo doing. And after 
this, I think yon cannot fay, or think 
with any juſtice, that you cannot con- 
form as Miniſters without pronouncing all 
who are Buried, ſaved, let them be never 
fo wicked, and never ſo void of all ſigns 
of accceptance with God. And if you 
can conform without this, then this ob» 
jection againſt it is removed. 
- 2. Tok cannot conſent to A falſe Rule for 
finding out Eaſter- day. Lou truly ſay, 
that #hzs is but a Friſe: yet, I ſnall ne- 
— nothing which I — 
as an argument againſt Conformzry. 
| 105 in anf . ſnould not doubt 
to ſhow; that ſuppoſing this Nule falſe, 
a Man may with a very ſafe conſcience 
both declare his 4ſſent and Conſent, and 
Sulſcribe; were there any neceſſity of ma- 
king this conceſſion. But this I omit 
for a better reply, Which if you find to 
have truth in it, muſt ſor ever remove 
this reaſon for Nonconſormity. And that 
is, that this is wholy founded upon a 
miſtake of your own; The Rule neither 
contradicts the Table in the Common pray. 
er Bit nor the Cm Almanacks, 
which agree with the Tale. Only the 
thing is chis, » + 
1 44 ; 2 t 2 


of ConvorMiTyY. 
the Gain Almanac its, which are there 
ſet: down according to the reformation 


of the Kaleydar; and the Rule ſpeaks of 


the Moons as are to be found in our 
own Talendar, accordi ing to the account 
in uſe before that reformation, when this 
Nale was firſt ſettled. Now tho' the New 
and Full Moons in our Kalendar be not 
ſo 
as the New and Full: Moons in the Alman- 
alt, yet it is hard to judge of the falſi- 
ty of a Rule which reſpects the Moons in 
one account, by the Moons in another ac- 
eount. - The Rule is true, if we under 
ſtand it aright. The Table agrees with 
it perfectly, for it only tells what day 
of the Month Baſter-day always: falls ac- 
eording to that Rule; and Faſter-day in 
the Almanac ies is the fame that it is in the 
Tale. And fo beth ſay nothing but what 
the Rule it ſelf directs. I need not tell 
you:how'to find the New and Full Moons 
dy the Taleudar in the Comme Prayer. 


thing more upon this Head. 

4. Fow canner agret to mu monty 

Leſſaus &c. and therefore cannot conform 

as Miniſters,” In anſwer to what you ſay 

ume this Head; I ſhal! not go againſt 
my 


agreeable to the Moon in the Heavens, 


book+ nor is it worth while to iy uy 


— 
a Ron 
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Art. 6. 


my own judgment ſo much as to plead 


for the retaining any one thing in the 
publick ſervice of the Church, that is juſt» 
ly ſuſpected to be fabulbus. Nor ſhall-I 
now enquire whether all the ſtories here 
mentioned be fabulous or no: but ſhall 
only at preſent argue thus. Is it unlam- 
ful to read any Books in the Church in 
which there are very many uſeful and ex- 
cellent things, as well as ſome few rela · 
tions ſuſpected to be fabulous ? Is it un- 
lawful to tell one of theſe tories in the 
Pulpit, Or 4 f. ory the truth of which may 
be as much ſuſpected as any of theſe2 It 
is notorious that this hath not been ſeru - 
pled by many who have ſcrupled the o- 
ther: and yet if chi be not fla we? nei · 
ther is the other; and if it be not unlaw- 
Ful, it may be complied with. N l 
I deſire it may be conſidered, alſo that 
Our Church hath ſufficiently and openly 
declared what a diſtinction ſhe puts be- 
tween theſe 4pocryphal Books, and thoſe 
which are Canonical; that no Chapter out of 
theſe Books is appointed to be read in the 


Service for Sundays; that theſe Books are 
full of moſt excellent leſſyns and inſtru- 


Rions, full. of ſuch inſtructions as it is 


with; 


good for the People to be acquainted 


- 


of CONFORMITY. 


with; that they have been. always -high- 


ly eſteemed in the Church; and that on 


thoſe days they are read in the Church, 
there are alſo leſſons out of the New 7e- 


fament appointed with them, and all 
things neceſſary. for the publick Service 


of God. Nor can I think, that you judge 


it a fin to read theſe Books in the publick 
Service of God, as the Church of England 
hath declared they ſhould be r ead, vix. 


vers, but not to eſtabliſh any doctriue. And 
if it may be done without ia, certainly 
it were mueh better to read a great ma- 
ny uſeful things, and amongſt them a fa- 
Bulous ſtory, once or twice in a year, 
than to divide the Church under this pre- 


But you argue not only againſt read- 
ing thoſe parts of the Apocrypha which 


you ſuppole to be fabulous, but againſt 
what you acknowledge to be valuable in 
it alſo, "repreſenting theſe books as read 
under the title and notion of Holy Scriptare, 


ſhould be thus repreſented, when it hath 
been declared after the - moſt publick 


4 


2 
8 


nay, in the room of Holy Scripture. This 
e account hard indeed, that our Church 


Scri- 


or example of life, aud inſtruttion of man- Art. 6. 
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Art. 6, 


Holy 
Scripture? Nay; is it poſſible the Ch 


in the Church: And in the ſame artiulo 


_ Indeed that in the Rubric'the Firſt Lefſow 


are out of the 


The — = 
Seviptart we do underſtand ap: | Canonical 
whoſe dutharity there never . any 4 


the Apocrypbal Books are numibef d up, 
and call'd the other books; and:it is profes 
ſed, that t he Church dork mat apply tbem 
to eftaBliſh any doctrine. Now can any 
one pee aer this, that this Qbarob 
reads theſe Books under the notion of 


ſhould be {v Nerf with it felf> You 
can produce no ſentence out of all it's 


publick offices, or declarations, in which 


the Apocrypha is called the Hoh ture. 
The nth which you cite fo 2 fol. 
lows the Order conrerning the Pfalter, 
and is intituled, The Order how the e of 
Holy Scripture is appointed: ts le reud. 
And in it there' is not one word of any 
thing but the O Teſtament ande New. 


The Apoc ph i is not named. 1 


is ſaich to be a Leſſen out of the O54 
ment, and yet ſome of the Firſt Leſſons 
pa. But, beeauſe 
this is thus ex preſſe here exact nes: 
neſs was not 8 al neceſſary, muſt this 
be the foundation of an OH Wẽi. 


you 


oC” 


of Co n,. 


you your ſelves know how ſufficiently 
to anſwer from that article of our Church 
im Which theſe Books are ſpokerr of de- 

nedly, and therefore with more ex- 
actneſs? They muſt be very fevere in- 
deed, and ſtrongly inclined to find fault, 
who can paſs by the plain declarations. 
of the Church where it profeſſedly f aks 
of ehe Apocrypba, and build ſuch a c 
ag this, upon an Order where the pox 
— are not ſo mueli as named, 
and upon a Rubric; in which the great- 
eſt exactneſs of expreſſion was neither re- 
quired nor deſigned. 

It ſounds very hard too, when you fay 
that theſe Books are read in the room of 
Scripture, and that ſome Canonical 

Books are omitted, curtailed, mutilated; 
and the like. Thieſe are phrafes that 
leave a ſtrong imprefſion upon the minds 
of the people, and you need not doubt 
of prejudicing them againſt our Service 
with fuch terms of accuſation as theſe: 


But you muſk be ſenſible this is not fair, 


and reaſonable: For youknow, that there 
ig no obligation to read every Chapter, 
ffom Genefis to the Revelations, in the 
publict worſpip of God; You know, that 
17 which are called Canoniruſ 


. are 
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are ſuch as may be improper, and unin- 


telligible; ſuch as are of very little con- 


cern to the Chriſtzan People, wholy out 


of their reach, of litile advantage either 


to the informing their minds in any im- 


portant matter, or to the raiſing their de- 


votion; You know, that many of thoſe A. 
pocryphal Leſſons are truly of more uſe, and 
more tothe edification of the People, than. 


any of thoſe chapters which are omitted. 


And why then ſhould this always be ſpo- 
ken of, as if the People were rob d of the 
Word of God, and fabulous Legends were. 
the rule of their lives 
And as for your imagination, that the 
People are led by this to think theſe Apo- 
cryphal Books of equal authority with the 
Caronical Scriptures, how poor an inſinu- 
ation is this! when the Church hath de- 
clared, and gives authority to all Miniſters 
to declare, that they are not. This is 
a truth you may as effectually convince 
the People of in the Church of England, 


impoſed upon them inſtead of it, to be 


as you can do by ſeparating from it. I 


mean, if they will hear Reaſon; and if 


they will not, it is no matter what they 


believe, or what they disbelieve. |. But 
that any one of them was ever led by 
the 


of. Conronuiry. 


the Order about reading the Leſſons, to 
think that zheſe Books were of 'equa 
Authority with the Canonical Books, is 
What, I dare ſay, You cannot prove. 1 
am ſure, I never knew or heard of an 
inſtance. And till I do, I ſhall hardly 
think it ſo likely to come to paſs as you 
repreſent it. But I proceed. 

4. Tow cannot conſent to the viren le. 
tion wr the Pſalter : and therefore cannot 
conform as Miniſters. The inſtance you 
produce is Fſal. 105. 28. Aud they were 
not obedient unto his word, where the tranſ- 
lation in our Bible reads, and they rebel. 
led not againſt his word. Nou, Firſt, How 
* you aſſent that they rebeled and r 

led not? I anſwer, 1. Syppoſ ng the c 
59 propoſitions ſpeak of the ſame per 
ſons (which you take for granted) 1 5 
ſire to know where you are required 3 
aſſent that they rebelled not? to aſſent eit 
ther to the 7ratb,. or to the uſe of Unt 
ſentence? Your ent can extend no far- 
ther than to What is appointed by the 
Common pray ef hook in the publick ſervice: 


and, I 550. 1725 that the Tranſlation „ 
the Hoſp is in our Bibles 6 aro 
pat "* Ang, 47 8 


14 
Fol ett r Jolit 5 en. | 
e ee 1 W rent 
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rent (as indeed they are) were your . 
ſent to be n to both, it might be 
pivell moſt readily and ſafely. Fot catr- 
ot I aſſent that the Exyptiaur rebelled, 
and that Moſes and Aaron rebelled not? 
But, Secondly, How can you /ubſeribe that 
there is 228 in our 7 comtraty tb 
the word of Go, When thi is? I anſwer, 
1. You here tak = gut En liſh Trauſtar ion 
of tlie Bille to de this thr God, Which 
| think it cabnot aſſume to it ſelf any far- 
ther than with reſpect to the main and 
ſubſtantial parts of it. The ſame may be 
md of all 7. Tänſtal ions. Nay, It doth not 
NES, that any Co opy either of the Old or 
ew Teſtament, preſerved to us in the O- 
Yigthat, laigndges in which they were writ- 
a, att; deen! much the care of Provi- 
dence in, thoſe parts of it which are of no 
0 0 e concern, as that we cah 


e true F 
A che oe Jes ey 1 9915 fo 
x icle poͤfnts, are fot to be regarded. 
reat ends ch Revelation may It be ſetves 
1 A 1 Providewe: Jain 


# Of Ag 


of. GONFetninry. 

you conſider how the moſt Learned (m 
mentatours and Iwerpreters have differed. 
And cho the trav4/ation of our Pſalter be 
0 in this place, to be more con- 

the Septragint, than to the He- 
brew, as we now have it; yet, pray, from 
v hat did the Septuagint tranſlate? and to 
what did they orm their tranſlation? 
Can you certainly demonſtrate that our 
Hebrew Copy is more uncorrupted than 
theirs: in ſuch paſſages as this? But, 3. 


Suppoſing you were fully perſuaded that 


the Hebrew ought to be tranſlated here, 
Au they rebelled not againſt his word; of 


whom do you e this? Of Mo- 
ſes and 8 ſay the beſt Commentatours, 
who render it thus. The Se N e tranſ- 
ow" it, Aud they were not obedient unto his 


er and Haram? No, but of the E- 
Now how, I pray, do theſe two 
fentences contradict one another, Moſes 
and Aaron _rebelle4 not, and, The \ Egyp» 
trans rebelled p If you but lookintothe Sy. 
wapfis of Commentatours, you will find. that 
Frag e it the former way, under» 


— er all who 


Ot whom. do they underſtand it? 


fland:it cither of Maſes and Aaron, or of 


"the 
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the 82 Where then is this con- 
tradiction? To conclude this Head, The 
declaration of Aſent and Conſent toucherh 
this Tranſlation no farther than to oblige 
you to 4%e it in the pablick Wor ſhip. And 


if a Tranſlation, tho it be faulty, may not 
be /ed in our Churebes, ſnow us a Tranſia- 


tion that is perfect, or one that hath not 
greater failings than this you have pro- 


that there is nothing in this Tranſlatzon 


contrary to the word of God: and there are 


ſo many things required to the proving 
a Tranſlation contrary to the word of God 
in ſuch points as this, that I may ſay, it 
is almoſt impoſſible to do it. 
F. Tou cannot Aſſent and Canſent to the 
Athanaſian Creed: and therefore cannot 
ronform as Miniſters. The expreſſion you 
ſcruple is this, which Faith except every one 
do keep whole and nydefiled; withoutdoubt he 
fhall periſh everlaſtingly. Here you give 
me leave to ſay, that Iua eſteem thi Creed 
an.excellent:explication of the Doctrine of 
the Trinity. By which you mean, to be 


ſure, agreeable to ebe word of God, and to 


Truth. From whence I argue, If this ex- 


plication be true, and agteeable to the ora 
of Gon, then it is a good general propoſi- 
23 | "© I 


duced. Subſcription obligeth you to ſax 


5. 


of \ConroRtMITY. 
tion, that whoſaever doth not believe it, 
Hall be condemned at the laſt day: which 
is only the ſame thing in other words. 
Now, when we expreſs our ſelves thus, 
We do not mean to condemn thoſe who 
have not plain and certain means of com- 
ing to the knowledge of this, but only 
ſuch who have the means of coming to 
it, and yet, through ſome fault in them- 
ſelves, refuſe to believe it. And you your 
ſelves, I doubt not, underſtand ſuch ge- 
neral propoſitions in Scripture with this 
reſtriction. You would aſſent to this pro: 
poſition, Whoſoever believetb not in Chriſt, 
ſhall be condemned, and yet not look upon 
your ſelves as ſo far call d to judge other men, 
4g to conclude all certainly damned for ever 
who did not believe in him; but ſuch as 
had means and opportunity, and yet did 
not. Make the ſame allowance for this pro- 
poſition which refers to an excellent expli- 
cation of what you acknowledge to be a 
great and weighty truth, recommended to 
us in Scripture; and be not unwilling to 
ſind out as ſound a ſenſe far thi, as you do 
for others: which if I thought you-could 
not do without rewouncing your candour and 
charity, I would never urge you to it. But 
though I cannot but wonder to find you 2l- 
6 ö 
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waysſo Very nay to pitch upon che worſt 
inter pretat 


thing in his but what may be ſaid with a 


ftrine of the Trinity would he better 1 
cured, and this very account of it better 
received, ir beur eh” horn t rs chan 


wur them. 
Fabric, that none ſhall be admitted to 
he be comſirmed, ot be ready 


= by any ſerious C709? But what 
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n of every ſentenceinour Sef- 
vice, and am fully —— there is no- 


good Nene yetl eonfeſs, agree with 
you thus far, that j cannot appefiend how 
the public! ſervice would: \ſuffer, were 
there no fuch damnatory ſentence ever read 
in it. Nay, Tam of onions that the Do- 


6. Ton waſt Ar 25 Cher 1 . 


the Holy Comuni until ſuch time 28 
and deſi- 
rous to be confirmed; inbiob you cannot do; 
and = 2 confum as Miniſters. A 

evance indeed! chat all who are 
imirred to the Communion, Thould 
be bt ged ſolemnly, before the Biſbop, 
7 own their Baptiſmat Covenant; and to 
haye his Prayers, add the Prayers of the 
Congregation for them! Who would liave 


thoupht this could ever have been feru- 


nnot geb and prejudice lead 
this gain ation 24 5 commonly wer 


* 


F CONEQRBMITY. 
aged with, a becoming Gravity and ſerionſe 
5 « 200 inſinuate, it is the fault of the 
o afficiates, for Iam ſure it may 

—— ed moſt W and ſeriouſly, be- 
b . I er it hath often been ſo mana- 
eat and viſible advantage 
Gif many, roy, And what is there in it that 

4 FA yo ht. not ta comply with? 
And why | this Þ 15 Bae 2 Digecſes 
ceremony, w 655 of it iS 
the moſt ſalemn 5 17 Cbriſtianity 
to be made by the Perlons to be confirm- 
ed? Belides, 1 have . before le t vou 
could a in # Na things 
upon the 23 ep have exclu- 
ded many ſcrupulo . ns from Comma 
nion; and therefor cannot beanar 
ment to you agaialt canſarming as Miniſters. 
Thus have | gone over all your re ons 
_ againſt the ſecond thing required of 
ers in the Church of England, which you 
think ugregſonable, wiz. Aſent and Con- 
ſent, and Subſcription: and have remark- 
ed, under ev a Head, whatever appear- 
5 n 0 mel, or apt to ſatisfy 


oceed now to the Third. 
tort il. "The re e of Mini- 


. in the . which vou 


9 unreaſonable 9. i8, e Qath 
do K 4 of 


Ne 


The Reaſonableneſs \ 

of Canonical Obedience, and ſwear ſubje- 
ion to their Ordinary according to the Ca- 
nons of the Church. This you cannot do, 
and therefore cannot conform as Miniſters: 
Here I muft obſerve to You that you are 
guilty of two miſtakes in the very drawing 
vp of this Article. 1. You here inſert theſe 
words, according to' the Canons of the 
Church: for in that form of words to which 
the Perſons to be ordained are to anſwer, 
in order to declare they will obey" their 
Ordinary and their Superiours, there is no 
mention of the Cauom of this Church; but 
the words are, folowing with a glad mind, 
and will their godiy admonitions, aud ſub- 
mitting your ſelves to their godly judge: 
ments. And it is a little hard indeed that 
ſuch a form of words as this cannot pleaſe 
you, How can you ſay, that his is ob- 
liging your ſelves to an abſolute Obedience 
to them, or, that this declaration doth not 
leave you ſo much as a judgment of diſcre- 
tion, when the words do not import any 
thing like it? when they would have been 
- juſt the ſame, had there not been one Ca- 

pon ſettled in this Church, and would cer- 
tainly have been very different from what 
they are, if an wwreſtrained, and unlimit- 
ed obedience hadbeen thought of by thoſe - 

a ns 


gu 
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You ſpeak as if no one could be Ordained 


in the Church of England, without taking 


the Oath of Canonical Obedience: which 
is not true, for this Oath is not to be 


found in the Ordination-Ofice : and there: 


fore I muſt obſerve to you, that though I 
had invincible ſcruples againſt this parti- 
cular Oath, yet, if | thought my ſelf un- 
der a neceſſity of miniſtring in ſome 
Church or other, I would rather mini- 
ter in thu Church as far as I could with- 
out taking it, than divide the Communiun 
of Chriſtians on this account. I ſay not 
this becauſe I think it in the leaſt unrea· 
ſonable to require all Miniſters to take 
this Oath (in the true ſenſe of the words) 
to the Bzſbop of the Dioceſe in which their 
charge lies, or becauſe I think your argu- 
ments againſt it unanſwerable ; for I ſhall 
now endeavour: to ſhow-that it is not 


unreaſonable, and that your argaments ar 


gainſt it do not prove it ſo. 
In order to this, let us enquire freely, 


and without prejudice, into the — | 


meaning, and intent of this Oath. A pe 
ſon coming to ſettle in the Dioceſe —_ = 


particular Biſhop, to exerciſe: his Office 
under his eye and inſpection, is obliged 


. 


Who put them into this Form? And, 2. 
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to declare upon Oarh, that he will pay 
obedience to him in theſe words, I ſwear 
that I will yield True and Canonical Obeds- 
ence to the 'Bifbop of N.-- aud bis Succeſ- 
t which 


I think cannot be interpreted any others» 
wiſe than thus, I ſwear that I wid yield. 
fuch an obedience as is due, according to 
the Laws of Chriſt's Church, from av in- 
feriour Preſbyter to his Biſbop, vi. a ſin- 
cere, ready, and ſubmiſlive Obedience, 
in all lawful and honeſt things, dn e. provie 
ded He enjoyn nothing but what I ap- 

prehend in my conſcience to be Javfal 
and boneſt. Here it is plain from the rea- 
Jon of requiring this Oath, that it refers, 
and can refer to nothing but what this 


one Biſtop ſhall ſee fit to require. It is 
that the laſt words, in all lawful and 


things, refer to all the injunctiant of 
this Biſhop, and do ſuppoſe that eve- 


ry imjunction He N you may pol- 
:diſoreet. H you 


ſibly be «wnlawful and 
fay they do not, how do you u prove 

1 am ſure it is impoſſible. If they do, 
then they refer as well to his injuntliovs 
in Caſes which the Canons reach to, as to 


Cafes which they reach not to: and this 


being ſo, * 
ea 


of Coro. 

leaſt; but that you may demur upon the 
ove ſort of injunitions, as well as upon the 
other. And that you your ſelf are judge 
of the lamſalneſ and bonefty of every com- 
mand is ſo plain that nothing can be plain- 
er. For what can theſe laſt words fig- 
nify unleſs 'you be? and if-you be not, 
e e is? not the Biſhop, it is plain; 
for the Oath ſuppoſes that every thing 
He commands may be unlamful. So that 
this appears to be the Caſe. Here is an 
Oath of Obedience to one particular Biſhop 
as long as you remain in his Dioceſe: here 
is no reference to any thing but the 2 
junctions of this particular B:/hop: here is 
no diſtinction made between his injun- 
eons according to the Canons, and others; 
but all iacluded; and this Obedience not 
left unreſtrained and looſe, (as it is in o- 
ther Oathy which yet you do not ſcruple) 
but determined only to things which 
you your {elves think lawful aud honeſt. 
From whience I think theſe two things 
are plain. That this Oath can have no 
reference to the Con, or any of them, 
bat as they are matter of this particular 
Biſbop injunctions: and that, when they 
are the matter of any of his injanctions, 
Yoy have a liberty to demur upon them 
IS 5 a8 
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as well as any other of his/i#junitons, a- 
| ny thing in this Oath notwithſtanding, 
For they are not the commands of this Bi- 
ſhop, till he hath commanded the obſer- 
vation of them: and when he hath, {till 

the Oath it ſelf ſuppoſes that it is poſſible 
every one of his commands may be unlam- 
ful. One thing more I add, and that is, 
that this Oath can refer to none but future 
commands, becauſe it is to be taken with 
relation only to oze particular perſon-wha 
never, had any right to your obedience 

till this time. You come now under his 
Juriſdiction and Government: and from 
this time he is to give you directions in 

the execution, of your Office and lay In- 
junctious upon you, as Occaſion requires; 
and upon this account only is this Oath 
adminiſtted to you. And if vou would 
conſider things in the due light, you 
mult acknowledge, that it is expreſſed in 
words which give as much latitude, and 

as much liberty to them who take it as 

the moſt conſcientious perſons upon earth 
could deſire: Nay, I Would ꝑladiy know 

in what words you would rather ehuſe to 
promiſe obedience to your Biſbop; and 
What Farm you, can deviſe that could 
imply, Abſolute: Obedience leſs than this 


doth. 
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doth. But I now come to your Objefti- 


ons againſt it. 189 
And here I do not find, that you at- 


tempt to prove that the words of the 


Oath do plainly fignify an abſolute Obedi- 
ence to every. one of the Canons not abro- 
gated by ſome Pablick 44; or that any 
'Pablick 4 of the Church declares, that 
Miniſters are underſtood by this Oath to 
ſwear obedienceito. all Canons not fo ab- 
rogated: though ſomewhat like this one 
might juſtly expect. Nor do I find that 
you judge thus of this Oath from the 
word Canonical inſerted in it: for you 
fay the ſame of that promiſe of Obedience 


ro the Ordinary required of perſons to be 


Ordained, ' in which no ſuch word is 
made uſe of. hat then are the Reaſons 
why this Oath is not to be e 
with? 
e Hl is this, rams as ih 
Obedience hath à relation to the * 
of thoſe we are to obey : ſo the Canons of 
the Church are the ſtated Laws of the Ec- 
clefiaſtical-Government : and therefore the 
Oath of Canonical Obedience which, hath a 
reference to theſe Canons, carries in it 4 
lain Obligation to comply with them, with- 
out it eving Perſons at ny which to abey, 


e aud 
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and that it not only 


ron bn, When I ſwear obedience to one 
particular Perſon (as the 


junctions of any Perſons in che World en- 


and which to refuſe, Gc. | have ſhewn 
before that this Oath cannot poſſibly re- 
fer to the Canons, but as they became 
the  Tajunttions' of one particular Biſhop: 
aid but ob» 

liges all Miniſters, in ciſeet to refuſe obe 
— to any of his when 
not to them to be lawful a 


Cuſe is here) 
this Obedience hath no relation to the : 


cept this one: and when I ſwear Obed> 
ence to him only in things lawful. and 
boneſt, T oblige my ſelf to obedience in 
nothing but what is to me l and 
honeſt. Neither the Cazons of the Oburob, 
nor any things awecedently required an. 
the leaſt relation to 43 Oath. Nor is 
the Queſtion here, whether the Canons 
be without fault, but whether you will 
oy" his beer Biſhop,” os cow 
ind boneſt things, - 
Let me Aa Caſe now which W 
to me to be exactly Parallel, and which 
may ſerve to rp yet more fully the 


Point now before us. Suppoſing: you 


were now coming into this Gy, to ast 
in | fone. Inferionr | Mer under the In- 
| ſpection 
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ſpection of the Lord-Mayor, (who is one 
of the Chief-Offcers under his Prince, as 
the BiBvp is under Jeſar Chriſt) in the 
execution of which Office you might 
often have'occaſion to conſult him, and 
he often find occaſion to ſend his Di- : 
rectiotis and e to you. Suppo- 
you were obliged upon your comi 
X 2 his Juriſdiction, and within pos 
Boumds of His Government, to take this 
Otth; I fwcar tbr I will yield true and 
gal Obedience to the Lord. Mayor &c. 
in ul Inwful and honeſt things, 1 deſire to 
know, t. Whether this Oath can have 2 
reference to all the Stara Laws by which 
the Dvri-Fayor is to govern, afry farther 
than as they are the matter of his Com 
mant to you? Or, whether it can poſſi- 
bly refer to any thing but this particular 
Governour's future Comnauds s conſidering 
that the only Reafon why you are called 
upon to take it is, becauſe 'you are now 
cotting to act under his eye, and in un 
Inferiour-Offee, in which you are often 
to have Direction from him? 2. Whe- 
cher a Z33z/O0b:#;ence to the Lori. Mayor 
can 155 any ching in this Oueb but 
wel 4 finlcere, honelt,' fubtniflive Obe 
diehce as thè Lum require of an 9 
nen - cer 
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Officer to his Superiour, under whoſe In- 
ſpection he is to act ? conſidering that 
the word Legal is join d with Obedience, 
as the word True is, to explain what 
ſort of Obedience is expected: and as for 
the Extent of this Obedience, there are 
other words purpoſely added to reſtrain 


”, 
* 


Whether you might not, any thin 


it to lawful and honeft things only. 3. 


this Oath notwithſtanding, refuſe O 54 | 
ence to any Commands of the Lora-Mayor 


that you apprehended to be unlawful, 
without enquiring whether theſe Com- 


' mands be according to the Laws of the 
| Land or no? conſidering that this Oath 
relates to nothing but the /njuncizons of 


this Governour. 4. Whether you might 
not honeſtly take this Oath, without. 2 


much as knowing what Lam the Lord- 


Mayor himſelf is oblig d to act by, oi 


what Injunctions, it is probable, he will 


lay upon you, only refolvi 


reſolving to yield 
Obedience to him, in ad Javfud, and bon s 
things 2 conſidering, that the Occafion of 


particular Governour, and. that it is 


this Oath, and | the N ords of it r rain F, 
this Obedience to the Direttions, of thu © 


enough for you to judge of the Jawfulneſs | 
4 SAR Es | a 5. _— 
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ſelf are left ſole judge of the lawfwneſs 
and honeſty of the Commands, and of all as. 
well as ſome of them? conſidering that 


there is no diſtinction either made or im- 
plied in the Oath; that theſe laſt words 


can ſignify nothing, and are but a v0. 


ſenfical Addition, if you ſuppoſe that you 


1 5 | | 14 5 
5. Whether the laſt words of the Oath 
do not plainly ſignify, that you your 


oblige your ſelf by this Oath blindly to 


obey any of the Commands of your Su 


periour without leaving your ſelf ſo much 
as a judgment of Diſcretion, whether they 
be lawful or not. 3 
Now, if you apply what I have ſaid, to 
the Caſe before us, and be but as willing 
to put a true Interpretation upon the 
Oath of Canonical Obedience to the Biſhop, 
as I believe you would be to put a true 
Interpretation upon ſuch an Oath to the 
Lord-Mayor, 1 am perſuaded not a word 


more is neceſſary. But I cannot help de- 
claring, what 1 conſtantly find hitherto 


to be true, that you are more willing to 
make Nonſenſe, Abſurdity, and Contradi- 
ion of any of thoſe Declarations or Sen- 
tences upon which you found your Ohe- 
ions, than to allow them ſuch a Con- 


ſtruction as will mage them appear leſs 


rigid 
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id chan your Fathers or you have re- 


— 21 them: for fear (one would 
think) that the World ſhould come at laſt 
to eſteem Miuiſterial Conformity to the 


England a very pardonable thing. 


If you blamè me for being ſo free as to de- 


clare this, I can do nothing but appeal to 


this Chapter now before me for the proof 


of it. And I deſire you would conſider 


w/e ether. you give us not a juſt occaſion of 


laying this to your charge in the Caſe now 
before us. Here is an Oath to be taken: 


and rather than it ſhould not appear 


Egregious Diſſi mulation (as your Words 
are) to take it, you do indeed put a Senſe 
upon it which neither the Words, nor de- 
ſign can admit of. For, to return to your 
Oheckion, nothing can be plainer than that 
an Obedience to a Governoar, reſtrain'd 
in expreſs terms to things lawſul, can have 
no relation to any thing but things ac- 
counted by you to be lawful; yet hers 
we have it affirmed;that ſucli an Obedience 
| hath a relation to all the Stated Laws by 
which the Governour is to act, chough 
you account them unlawfal. Nothin 
can be plainer than that this Oath ſuppo- 
ſes that all his Commands may be unlaw- 
E and leaves you to judge of all as well 
as 


— 


F CONFORMETY., 
as ſome yet here it is affirmed, that it 


leaves you not ſo much as a judgment of 
Diſcretion, as to ſome of them. Nothing 


is plainer than that the reaſon and deſign 


Al this 0ath\reſtrains it to! the Future 


Commands of one particular Biſhop; yet 
we have it maintain d, that it ſuppoſes 
an Obligation to comply with the things an- 
tecedentiy required by others. Where, I be- 
ſeech you, is this ſuppoſed? What words 
are here in this Oath that do plainly, nay, 
that car poſhbly refer to any thing antece · 
2 2 Or, Is this ſuppoſed in the 


| Reaſon ot the Oath? That, I am ſure, is 
apparently againſt you. If neither in the 
Reaſon; nor the Words of it, where elſe 


can this Obligation be ſuppoſed? For my 
part, I am convinc'd that no Arts or Me- 
taphyſics-in the World can be ſufficient to 


make good this part of your charge. And 


indeed you ſeem to me to confute your 
on Accuſation in this place. For after 


you have acknowledged that there is in 
the Oath a Limitation of this Obedience to 
things lamful and honeſt; you grant this 
Limitation is to be extended only to Future 


Commands. From whence J argue (and 


recommend the Argument to your 
Conſideration) that the Oarh „ f 
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be extended to nothing but Future Com- 
mands. For, if theſe words, all lawful and 
honeſt things, refer to Future Commands 
only, as you ſay they do, then an Obe- 


dience promiſed in 2 lawful and honeſt 


things can refer to nothing but Future 


Commands. If the Limitation extend only 


to Future Commands, then the Obedience 
promiſed with this Limitation extends 
only to Future Commands. If there be 


any other Obedience ſworn in theſe words, 


beſides a limited one, let it be plainlyſhown. 
If there be not, let it be acknowledged, 


that a Limited Obedience, can refer to 


nothing, but what the Limitation refers 
to. What might have been expected, if 
ſuch a Limitation had not been added, 


'when, now 1t 1s added in plain words, 


the Obedience promiſed with a limitation, 
is made to extend to Injunitions to which 
the Limitation it ſelf is acknowledged not 
to extend? Nay, beſides all this, ſuppo- 
ſing this Oath to refer to Obedience to the 
Canons already ſettled, can you poſſibly 
invent a better Argument to prove that 
an abſolute Obedience to every one of them 
not abrogated is promiſed in it, than the 
laſt words will afford us that it is not? 


the 


f ConFoRMITY, 
the Church Repreſentative requires cannot 
be ſuppoſed unlawful by thoſe who-profeſs ſo 
great a Reverence for all its diflates as ſome 
do, which is rather banter than argument: 
but we can produce the very words of the 


Oath ſuppoſing that every one of them 


may be ſcrupled by you unleſs you your 
ſelf judge them lawful and honeſt: and we 
are not now enquiring what I, or any o- 
ther private perſon, think, but what this 
Oath ſuppoſes, or implies. 

Now, if the account of this Oath which 
- I have now laid down, be a true one, as 
I verily believe it is, it is plain that all 


| your objections drawn from the Canons, 


let the obedience to them be never ſo 
much antecedently required, are no more 
_ objeftions againſt the taking this Oath than 
they are againſt taking the Oath of Alle- 
giance. And therefore I need not trouble 
you, or my ſelf, with any thing particular 


in defence of every Canon you object a- 


gainſt, tho I aſſure you I could ſhow that 
you put moſt unreaſonable interpreta- 
tions upon many of them, and repreſent 
their ſenſe very unfairly, and argue un- 
juſtly againſt them. If I have proved 
that this Oath cannot refer to any ab- 


ſalute Obedience to them, I have done 
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what is ſufficient to remove this Neaſon 
againſt your conforming as Miniſters. From 
What hath been ſaid it appears alſo that 
the Caſe of a Miniſter, in this matter, 4s 
not the ſame with' that of a Juſtice o 
Peace, as you repreſent it to be; un 
the Oath a Juſtice takes, be an Oath of O- 
'$edience-to the Future Commands of one 
particular perſon, under whoſe inſpection 
He is to exeeute his Office : and unleſs the 
Obedience be limited to Jawfu! aud honeft 
things, and a liberty left him of demur- 
ring upon the Commands of his Superi- 
ours, But ſuppoſi this Oath of a Mini- 
fer had been exprefied after the fame man 
ner with that of a Juſtice of Peace, ds you 
really think chat a Juſtice binds Hinwelf 
to execute every particular Law of the 
Land not publickly abrogated when cal- 
led to it? Do yon think that a Gentleman 
might not honeſtly take upon him that 
Offce,tho' he did not ſo much as know all 
"the Laws He right poſſibly be called, one 
time or other, to execute; nay, tho thete 
-were Laws, not abrogated, which He was 


reſolved never to execute, provided they 
were ſuch as His Prince neither at 'preſent 


requires Him, nor would, in all probabi- 


1 e! ach to execute during his 


K 7 p 
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whole life? ſuch as were grown to be uni 


verſally diſuſed, and that diſuſe conſtantly 


connived at? This would be no very 
| | ons leſſon to many of your own 

riends, or indeed to any Juſtice in the 
whole Land. But I do not believe you 
think hardly of any ſuch Gentlemen; and 
yet none of their Superiours would let 
them openly explain their meaning, and 
ſay, Theſe Laws I will execute, aud theſe 
F will not. They certainly act ſincerely 
and honeſtly, in taking ſuch an Oarb, if 
they ſatisfy their conſciences as to thoſe 
Laws which they themſelves may proba- 
bly, in the preſent ate of things, be cal- 
led and required to execute. Now, I fay, 
ſuppoſing this Oath of Miniſters to be par- 
allel to that of Juſtices, You are obliged 
either to ſhow that a Juice binds” him- 
ſelf to the execution: of every particular 
Law not abt (which you cannot 
do) or to make the fame allowances for 


Miniſters as you can do, upon ocraſſon, 


for others, and not to think harder of hem 


than you uſually do of others, But 
2. Another Capital Reaſon (as you term 


it) why this Oath is ſerupled is, Becauſe 
the Epiſcopal Government is manugei Ay 


Chance llouſs Courts, ure Lapme c- 


L 4  municate, 
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municate, and abſolve &c. 1 need only 
mention this. For I have before ſhown 


; that there is nothing promiſed in this 


"Oath but an Obedience to the Future Com- 
wands of one particular Governour, limited 
only to ſuch things as you your ſelf judge 
to be lamfull: and therefore need not go 
over all your ſad and unjuſt aggravations 
of this. | Employ all your art and Rheto- 
rick to make this as foul as you would 
have it appear, Call it by what names you 
pleaſe, I ſee not how it touches the mat- 


ter before us; for, Let the Caſe be never 


ſo bad, and your repreſentation of it never 
ſo true (which indeed it is not) this Oath 
obligeth you to no obedience but what you 
your ſelf ſhall think lawfull. It binds you 


not to att Hindfold, or to overthrow the 


Paſtoral office, or to approve of ſacrilegious 
prophaneneſs, or to truſt your conſciences with 
Lammes, or to be the inſtruments. of moleſt- 
ing,worrying,and ruining as Religious Perſons 
08. any in your Pariſhes, but only Fo obey 
your Biſhop in all lawful things. Look o- 
ver theſe paſſages again, and ſee with 
what Conſcience you can thus repreſent 


either this Oath, or the promiſe, of Obeds- 


axe to the Ordinary; both of which can 


. relate to nothing but the Future Com- 
33 5 5 
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"wands of ſome particular Men, and are 
drawn up with ſuch a limitation plainly ex- 
-preſſed, as you are forced to underſtand in 
almoſt every other Oath you take. Ido not 


deny that it is poſſible you may ſuffer ſome 


Inconvenience for refuſing Obedience in 


ſome caſes. But it is but poſſible; and I 


do not think you can produce any In- 
ſtances of Miniſters who ier ſuffered any 
thing conſiderable for it. But this is not 
the Point, what poſible Iuconveniences a 
Miniſter is liable to: but what Obedience 
he obligeth himſelf to, by the Oath we 
are now conſidering : and to ſay that he 
obligeth himſelf to any Blindſold acting is 


to fay what is directly contrary to the 


Words and Defign of it. I ſhall only now 


ſet down the Oath before the Readers 


face, and with it the Two Interpretations, 


that which Tau have fixed upon it, and 


that which Iapprehend to be the only one 
of which it is capable; that ſo he may the 


more eaſily judge between us. The Oath 


is this, I ſwear that I will yield true and 
Canonical Obedience to the Biſhop of N. in 
all lawful and honeſt things. Your Inter- 


pretation of it is this, I ſwear that T wil 


|  pbey every one of the Canons, (not pub- 
ſickly abrogated) at being antecedently 


 obligimg, 
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obliging, and ſuppoſed to contain nothing 
but what is lun and honeſt: and alſo 
that I will obey the ſuture Commands of 
this Biſhop in all lawful and honeft things. 
In which you are forced to make the Oath 
corffift of two Parts, to one of which you 
apply the Laſt words, and to the other 
you do not: in one of which you promiſe 
a limited Obedience to the Cominands of 
the Biſpop, in the other an abſolute Obe 
dience to ſomething elſe: whereas the 
laſt words do manifeſtly reftrain a the 
Obedience promiſed: and the Oath refers 
to nothing but the Commands of one 


Peron. The interpretation Tapprehend | 
to be the true one, and that of which 


alone it is capable, is this, I, mow coming 
to att undes the eye and Tuſpeftion of this 
particular Biſhop, do ſwear that' I wil 


yield u true Obedience to Him, and'ſach a 


by the Laws of the Church, is required of 
a Presbyter to his Biſhop, in all thing. 

that," according to the beſt light T have, 1 
can appfeheud to be lawful and honeſt. 
This is the Carb, and theſe are the To 
Interpretations, and let any one in the 
World judge, \whith is moſt agrecable 


— 


to the Peſigu and Words of it. From 
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what I have ſaid on this Head, give me 
leave to Conclude, that it is ſo fer from 
being Egregious Diſimulation to take this 
Oath with a Reſerve to demur upon the 
Commands afterwards given, let them be 
what they will, that you cannot poſſi- 
bly take this Oath in the plain ſenſe of 
the words in which it is framed, wit h- 
out this reſerve, unleſs you make two 
Oaths of it, and make a diſtintion out 
of your own Heads inconſiſtent with the 
words of it. But I have done. Only I 
defire it may be obſerved, that for all 
theſe long and Tragical Exclamations 


upon this Oath to the Biſhop, and Pro- 


miſe of Obedience to the Ordinary, we 
have only Mr. Baxter, and one of his 
laſt Books quoted; though for the other 
Heads of Accuſation many others are 
added. Not that I think that what is 
here ſaid is ever the more to be rejected 
on this Account, if it appear reaſonable ; 
but yet, this is a prejudice againſt it, 
and à preſumption that the matter may 
be miſtaken, and his terrible Invective 
miſfapplied, c. 


But you will ay, What then? Is no 
Obedience due from a Miniſter to the 
Canons? Yes, certainly; but not by this 


Oath, 
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Oath, unleſsas they become the Commands 


of his Biſhop, nor then, any abſolute Obe- 
dience. Not by this Oath, I ſay ; and that 
is what we are now conſidering. But I 
add, that whoever deſigns to officiate as 
a Miniſter in auy Church, certainly acts 
not fairly and honeſtly, if he do not firſt 
fatisfy his Conſcience about the lawful. 
neſs of Obedience to ſuch Rules and Pre- 
ſcriptions as have been laid down and a- 
greed upon by the Governours of this 


Church,for the regulating the Behaviour of 


all who Miniſter in it; and reſolve to o- 
bey them. But then, the Rules and Pre- 


ſcriptions he is to ſatisfy himſelf about can 


be only ſuch as concern his own Behavi- 
our and Conduct in his Office: And of 


theſe only fuch as he is ſuppoſed by the 
preſent Governours of the Church to be o- 
bliged and ready to obey. For it is very 


plain, that I am concerned only in the 
Preſent Time, and obliged to Obedience 


to no Rules but thoſe to which Obedience 
is ow required, thoſe which are #ow 
eſteemed to be obligatory.Concerning the 
Canons thereforeagainſt which you object 
(thoſe I mean, which concern the Conduct 
of Miniſters) I ask, Are they not ſuch 
as are altered and repealed by any ſubſe- 


quent 
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quent Laws? Or, ſuch as that Obedience 


to them at this time cannot be performed? - 


Or, ſuch as are generally diſuſed, and that 


nived at by all in Authority? If they be, 
they concern not the preſent Miuiſters, for 


they are obliged to obey no Law, Obedi- 


ence to which is not at preſent required: 


and need not trouble themſelves about 


any Canons but what are at preſent eſteem- 
ed to be obliging. If they be not, I grant 


that they are certainly ow ſuppoſed to 


be in force, and every Miniſter ſuppoſed 
to be ready to comply with them, and 
obliged to do it. Now if you look into 
that Catalogue of Canons you have pro- 


duced, and ſeparate thoſe of this latter 
ſort from the others, I hope you will ſind 
upon the review, either that you are mi- 


ſtaken in the ſenſe you have put upon 
them, or that I have in the foregoing 


Diſcourſe propoſed what is ſufficient to 
prove it very lawful both for the Mi. 
niſters to pay Obedience to them, 
and for their Governours to require 
it. But however this be, I am 


ſure it is not reaſonable, nor juſtiſiable 


for Perſons to Conform as Miniſters to a 
Church, in which there are Laws laid 


diſuſe not clandeſtine,but known, and con- 
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down' for their Behaviour in their Offce, 
and theſe Laus neither abrogated, nor 
diſuſed with connivence: to Confurm, 1 
fay, as Miniſters to ſuch a Chureh, with-» 
out a reſolution of obeying theſe Laws. 
For this is not open and fair, it is putting 
a Deceit upon the Gouernaours, who, to be 
ſure, doubt not but that all who offer 


themſelves to the Minu, are ſatisſied in 


their Conſciences of the lawfulneſs of 


acting according to theſe! Preſcriptivns. 


And, it looks not fincere for Men firſt to 
offer thernſelves to ebe Miniſtry in this 


Church, which is in effect, to profeſs that 


they are ready to conform to ſuch of the 
Canons as relate to their Behaviour, and 
are now in force, and afterwards to act 
as they-think fit without regard to theſe: 
Canons : Firſt, to make a ſhew of obedi- 
ence to theſe laus, and aſter this to act 


clandeſtinely till they are found out and 


cenſured; and then to think it enough 
to ſubmit to the penalty, which they! 
muſt do, whether they will or no. Phe 
Lam was certainly made to be obeyed, 

and the penalty was not added to intimate 
that any might take their choice whe- 
ther they would conform to the lam, op” 
ſubmit to that; or as if it were an indiffe-- 
F rent 
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rent thing to our Governouns whether, we: 


choſe to obey, or to ſuffer. It was added 
for the fake of men who have no conſci- 
ences, not for the fake of thoſe who have. 
This is hat ſeemed to me proper and ne- 
ceſſary to be ſaid on this Occaſion. 
Thus have I finiſhed one part of what 


J undertook; and have, witłt the utmoſt 


ſincerity and the greateſt regard to truth, 


conſidered thoſe Terms of Miuiſteriul Con- 


formity which you judge to be Uurenſora- 
Aue, and endeavoured to return ſuch an- 
ſwers to the oljections made in your names 
againſt them, as appeared truly convin- 
cing and ſatisfactory: which was the 
Fi thing I propoſed. I promiſed in 


the Second place to ſhew that the argu- 
ments produced by Mr Calany in defence 


of your ſelves are not ſufſicient to juſtify 
your ſeparation, even ſuppoſing theſe 
Terms of Miniſterial Conformity to be Un- 
reaſonable; And, Thirdly, To conſider 


what is advanced by Him for the vindi- 


cation of your people. TE: What 1 ſhall . of- 
fer to you under theſe two Heads will be 


wholy diſtinct from what is ſaid under 


the Firſt; and the arguments to be propo- 
{ed under them, of no relation to the ar- 
gument founded upon th. So that, for 


this 
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this, and ſome other reaſons, I ſhall beg 
leave to reſerve them for another part; 
which I promiſe ſhall wait upon you with 
all convenient haſt. In the mean while, 


permit me to leave this argument with 


The Terms of Miniſterial Conformity 
to the Church of England are ſuch as may 
very lawfully be complied with, - 


- 


Therefore, ſuppoſing it neceſſary for 


you to miniſter in ſome Church or other, 


you ought to conform as Miniſters to the 
Church of ERlaUul . 
This conſequence you acknowledge, if 
the former propoſition be true. And for 
the truth of that, I can only appeal to 
what I have faid in the foregoing diſ- 
courſe ; which I therefore intreat you to 


1 


examine, not with the rigour of thoſe 


whoſe only buſineſs it is to think the 
worſt of every thing they once diſliked; 
but with ſuch a temper of mind as be- 


comes perſons whoſe duty it is moſt wil- 


lingly to admit of all reaſonable Argu- 
ments that can be offered in defence of! 


Conformity to the Eſtabliſhed Church. 


